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CURRENT TOPICS. 





ALrnoven THE List which eame before Mr. Justice Grawraam on 
Wednesday Jast contained more than forty cases to be heard, the 
business was comparatively light, the paper being disposed of by a 
quarter to four o’clock. 





Ir 1s anricrpatep that the Chancery Vacation Sittings on the 6th 
and 18th of this month will terminate the court work of the 
Vacation Judge, and that, in accordance with the custom followed 
in former yegrs, there will be no sitting on the 20th, the last 
Wednesday in the vacation. 





Tue return ‘“‘ of all glebe lands in England and Wales, shewing 
the parishes in which they are respectively situate, and the esti- 
mated annual value of the several glebes,” which was moved for by 
the Lord Chancellor just before the prorogation of Parliament, 
indicates that the ‘‘ Bill for facilitating the sale of glebe lands in a 
manner adapted to the wants of the rural population,” which was 
apnoynced in the Queen’s Speech in January last, is still on the 
carpet. The object is probably to combine a scheme for relieving 
the clergy of land which, in late years, has become, in many cases, 
of little or no value, with a scheme for providing a system of 
allotments. Both objects are desirable, but the circumstances of 
the time are certainly unfavourable to the combination, Glebe 
lands were probably never worth so little; at the best of times, 
owing to the perpetual succession of life owners, they are usuall. 
worse tilled than any other lands in the parish ; and it is doubtful 
whether the rural population will be grateful for the opportunity 
of acquiring, at any price, land which, of lgte years, has so de- 
teriorated as, in many cases, hardly to repay the cost of cultiva- 
tion. They will be apt to remember the Spanish story of the 
highly charitable gift of the cow which was lost. 





Many ctarms under the Agricultural Holdings Act, in respect of 
tenancies which eame to an end en Michaelmas Day last, are, no 
doubt, now being anxiously considered. One very serious point 
of law in connection with these elaims must sooner or later come 
before the courts for decision, and that is, whether the 7th section 
of the Act, which limits two months before the end of the tenancy 
as the period within which notice of a claim must be given, and 

reseribes that ‘particulars’ must accompany the notice, is 
irectory or imperative. The words of the are: “A tenant 
claiming compensation under this Act, shall, two months at least 
b the determination of the tenancy, give notice in writing to 
the landlord of his intention to make such claim. . . . Every 
such notice shall state, as far as reasonably may be, the 
iculars and amount of the intended claim.” Is a notice given 

a day too late bad? We think, on the whole, that it is, on 
the ground that the statute confers a privilege which the tenant, 
without the statute, would not enjoy, so that the conditions which 
the statute __ for its acquisition are imperative, and non- 
observance of such conditions is fata] (see Maxwell on Statutes, 
2nd ed., p. 453, Newton v. Cowie, 4 Bing. 284). On the other 
hand, it is noteworthy that the corresponding 20th section of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1875 (¢ ed, with the rest of that 
Act, by the Act of 1883), contained words absolutely negative— 
that is to sey, it enacted that, unless, “one month at least before 
the determination of the tenancy,” notice should have been given, 
no compensation should be claimed. The variation of the language, 


| 


Milter (8B. & B _ succeeded in Le Fewore v. 
0 8 E. . $21), but in Liverpool Borough Bank v. 
Turner (30 L, J, Ch. 379); and looking to the extension of the 
time from one month to two, and the use of the words, “ at least,” 
we venture to that the ent could not be urged with 
success, though urged sooner or later it no doubt will be. As 
regards the particulars of the intended claim, we think it is 
also imperative that some particulars should accompany the notice, 
but that very meagre iculars would be sufficient in law. 
Those who advise , however, would do well to prepare 
ample particulars, shewing the date, cost, and locality of each 
improvement for which ¢o ion ig claimed, I¢ must be 
borne in mind that, by section 20 of the Act, the costs of a reference 
under it are entirely in the discretion of the referees, and meagre 
particulars are not only evidence of the weakness of a claim, but 
cone Crs reason for visiting costs upon the tenant who sends 
em in, 


it may be argued, shews a variation of intention on the part of the 
I ‘clat A simil 





PropaBL¥ A LAWYER ig considered by the ‘“Staff-Council” of 
the Salvation Army as an unnecessary and altogether incongruous 
appendage to its organization. No one ever heard of an army in 
the field accompanied by 2 family solicitor, with a portable office and 
a staff of clerks. Yet it might have been well if the opinion of 
some practitioner, more versed in the law of England than in 
the martial law of the Salvation Army, had been taken before 
the recent order of the “Staff-Council” relating to marriages 
had been issued, as regards the mode of enforcing it. This 
order, as given in the daily papers, provides: ‘‘That in future 
no sanction will be given te courting or any engagement of 
any male lieutenant. He must get promoted to the rank of 
captain before anything of the kind can be recognized. No cap- 
tain is te expect head-quarters consent to his marriage, either after 
two years’ service or more, unless he has proved himself an efficient 
and successful officer, and is backed by his divisional officer, who, 
in consenting to his marriage, must agree to give him three stations. 
In future no marriage will be agreed to by head-quarters unless 
we have consented to the engagement at least twelve months 
before.” The “ Staff-Council” can hardly have been aware that, 
according to English law, any contract in general restraint of 
marriage is absolutely void ; and that any engagement by a “ male 
lieutenant " or “ in” not to “court” or marry, 
worth the Be r on which it is written. But, if q solicitor had 
been at han before the order was promul he could probably 
have indicated 9 less objectionable mode of wording the order, and 
also a mode in whjch a yalid contract, sufficient for the purposes of 
the “‘ Staff-Qouncil,” might be constructed. Contracts in i 
restraint of marriage are valid, however may be the class 
alliance with any of whom is prohibited. Thus the Court of 
King’s Bench, eighty years ago, held that a condition against mar- 
riage with a an was valid (Perrin v. Lyon, 9 . 170). 
Vice-Chancellor Harz held that a condition against marriage wi! 
any person who did not profess the Jewish religion was good (Hodg- 
son v. Halford, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 959); and the last of the Vice- 
Chancellors has recently decided that a condition against marriage 
with any person ‘‘ being, or ever having been, a domestic servant” 
was valid, for, as he characteristically remarked, it was competent 
for the person indicated in the condition “‘ to choose a wife from 
the whole female world except only that portion of it which com- 
prises domestic servants” (Jenner vy. Turner, 29 W. R. 99). It 
would seem easy, therefore, to frame an agreement, to be entered 
into by “male lieutenants” and “captains,” which should bind 
them not to marry any of the various classes of persons men- 
tioned in the schedule thereunder written ; and, by aie 
such schedule “the whole female world,” except dau 





sisters, aunts, or cousins of any member of the “ -Council,”” 
49 








will not be 
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being ‘‘ Hallelujah lasses,” the object in view would probably be 
accomplished. We may add that any undertakings by amorous 
‘‘male lieutenants” or ‘‘ captains” to render services to the 
‘ Staff-Council” in consideration of facilities for marriage, will 
apparently convert that sublime body into Prozenete or match- 
makers. The civil law looked with some favour on persons who 
stipulated for reward in promoting marriages; but our courts, from 
a very early period, have treated such contracts as utterly void. 





Ir 1s staTeD that “some sensation”’ has been occasioned in an 
unpronounceable district in Wales in consequence of the sales 
under distresses for tithe rent-charge having been made by private 
contract at the appraised value to the tenants distrained on: 
and that the Anti-Tithe League has ‘‘ placed the matter in the 
hands of its solicitors.” We do not think that the solicitors will be 
able to make anything of the matter. By 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71, 
the owner of tithe rent-charge is enabled “to distrain upon the 
lands liable for the payment thereof, or any part thereof, for all 
arrears of the said rent-charge, and to dispose of the distress when 
taken, and otherwise to act or demean himself in relation thereto, 
as any landlord may for arrears of rent reserved on a common 
lease for years.”” Now, a landlord is bound to sell the goods which 
he has distrained at the best price (2 W. & M. c. 5), and, when 
appraisers were required to be sworn, it was held that a sale at the 
appraised value was a sale at the best price (King v. England, 4 
B. & 8. 782). The landlord could not buy the goods himself (Z6.), 
but they could be safely sold by private contract to anyone else at 
the appraised value, and it was not an uncommon (though an 
unjust) practice for the appraisers to take the goods at their own 
valuation. Since the abolition of the necessity for swearing the 
appraisers (by 35 & 36 Vict. c. 92, s. 13), however, the rule estab- 
lished by King v. England can no longer be relied on, the ratio 
decidendi of that case having been that the law relied upon the 
oath of the appraiser. A sale at the appraised value is now only 
prim4 facie evidence of value (Cook v. Corbett, 24 W. R. 181), 
and such a sale under a distress for tithe rent-charge to anyone 
but the tenant would be an unsafe course. But in the Welsh 
sales the owner of tithe rent-charge seems to have been shrewdly 
advised ; the purchasers at the appraised value were the tenants 
distrained upon, and it would not be possible for them to com- 
plain that the sale to themselves was irregular as having been 
made at the appraised value (see Bishop v. Bryant, 6 C. & P. 484). 





Tae Miptayp Ramway Co. experienced a crushing defeat last 
week in a metropolitan police court in an attempt to punish a 
passenger who had been driven by overcrowding into a carriage of 
a superior class; but the case broke down solely upon the technical 
ground that no demand was made upon the defendant of the specific 
sum payable in the shape of excess fare ; the magistrate apparently 
acting upon the authority of Brown v. Great Eastern Railway Oo. 
(25 W. R. 792, L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 406). In that case the holder of 
a season ticket had failed to produce it, and had been summoned 
under a bye-law which rendered a passenger failing or refusing to 
produce his ticket, liable to pay the fare from the original starting 
station of the train. The Queen’s Bench Division held that the 
railway company could not recover such full fare without a previous 
demand of the specific sum payable, Mrttor, J., observing that “the 
place from which the train originally started and the amount of 
fare are matters which are in the knowledge of the company and 
not of the passenger”; and Lvsu, J., said that it was “one of 
those cases where, according to the principles of the common law, 
notice must be given to the party of the amount he has become 
liable to pay, inasmuch as he cannot be presumed to know it.” 
The same defence seems to have been unsuccessfully raised before 
the magistrates at Enfield a few days ago. The defendant had 
travelled on the Great Eastern Railway in a second-class carriage 
with a third-class return ticket, and was not accused of the fraud 
till after he had given up his ticket and left the station. The 
ratio decidendi of Brown v. Great Eastern Railway Oo. would seem 
to have been applicable, as it did not appear that any statement of 
the amount payable, or opportunity of payment, was given to the 

get, who could not be presumed to be able to apportion the 
i between the fares for the two classes. 





WE HAVE RECEIVED a prospectus of the law lectures established 
by the Liverpool Board of Legal Studies, which affords an admir- 
able example for law societies in other large towns. There are to 
be three courses of lectures on the subjects, respectively, of ‘“ The 
Law of Real Property,” “The Maxims and Doctrines of Equity, 
together with the Law of Trusts,” and ‘“‘The Law of Torts.” 
Each lecture is to be followed by a class, and the fee to members 
of the Liverpool Law Students’ Association is £1 only for all three 
courses. We delieve that the movement which has resulted in 
this scheme is due to the united action of the Liverpool Law 
Students’ Society and the Liverpool Law Society, and that the 
Board of Studies is composed of representatives from both these 
societies and from the council of University College. It is, no 
doubt, a great point in favour of success that the law students 
themselves should have taken an active part in the organization of 
the scheme, but we incline to think, with Mr. Brrretverr, that 
the most important matter is that solicitors should encourage and 
require their articled clerks to attend the lectures. And we may, 
perhaps, add that no lectures and classes for articled clerks are 
likely to permanently succeed unless they are aimed directly at the 
examinations. 








THE CONSTRUCTION OF CONDITIONS 
OF SALE. 
I. 


Tue opposition between law and equity is so deeply rooted in 
English jurisprudence that it is doubtful how far recent legisla- 
tion has succeeded in effecting their fusion; and, therefore, it is 
interesting to read the observations of the Master of the Rolls 
upon their real -resemblances in the recent case of Terry and 
White’s Contract (34 W. R. 379, L. R. 32 Ch. D. 14), to which 
we shall refer as the principal case. In that case he emphatically 
protested that the rules of evidence and the rules for the construc- 
tion of contracts had always been the same in equity as at law, 
and he remarked upon the absurdity of supposing that evidence 
which was sufficient to prove a given fact before one tribunal 
should be insufficient to prove it before another, and that the same 
words in the same contract should be held to have one meaning in 
a court of law and another in a court of equity. It may be 
doubted, however, whether the point thus raised can be so easily 
settled. In the old opposition between law and equity there was 
certainly much that was ridiculous and absurd, and much that was 
oppressive to litigants; but we cannot, upon that ground, blind 
ourselves to the fact that such opposition did exist, and so emphatic 
a repudiation of it strikes us at first with surprise. The key to the 
difficulty lies in the distinction between law substantive and law 
adjective, between rights themselves and the method of enforcing 
them. Hence, although the rules regulating rights may have been 
the same et law as in equity, the difference as to the mode of 
enforcing them would be quite sufficient to account for the 
opposition of the two branches. It may, indeed, be doubted 
whether the alleged similarity between such rules has always 
existed, but, in any case, so closely is law itself connected with the 
remedies which enforce it, that it is difficult in practice to keep 
the above distinction clearly before us, and differences under the 
one head raise easily the presumption of differences under the 
other. It may, then, be useful to consider the manner in which 
contracts have hitherto been treated in equity, and we shall thus 
see that the remarks of the Master of the Rolls give them for the 
future a certainty which they have not hitherto possessed. 

Now the particular contracts which have usually come before 
courts of equity have been those relating to the sale of land, the 
reason being thut equity had a special remedy for breach of them 
which was unknown at law. In equity specific performance 
could be decreed, not so at law. These contracts of sale are, in 
general, governed by certain conditions, and it does seem at first 
sight as though equity had its own peculiar way of interpreting 
them. For example, it is frequently required that the completion 
of the purchase shall be effected by a certain date. If this con- 
dition is not observed, then, at law, the contract is broken ; equity, 
however, has often said that the matter is of no consequence, and 
in upholding the contract, notwithstanding such non-observance of 
the condition, it has certainly given the impression that it was 
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putting its own construction upon it. This appears to be the case 
with Lord Thurlow’s dictum, that by no means could time be made, 
in equity, of the essence of the contract, thus construing it by 
what the parties meant or ought to have meant rather than by 
what they said. Any such notion, however, isdenied, not only in 
the principal case, but elsewhere, and notably by Lord Cairns and 
Lord Justice Rolt in Tilley v. Thomas (L. R. 3 Ch. 67). There 
it was said by the former :— 


‘“‘ The construction of the contract is, and must be, in equity the same 
as in a court of law. A court of equity will, indeed, relieve against and 
enforce specific performance, notwithstanding a failure to keep the 
dates assigned by the contract either for completion or the steps towards 
completion if it can do justice between the parties, and if there is nothing 
in the ne stipulations between the ies, the nature of the prop- 
erty, or the surrounding circumstances which would make it inequitable to 
interfere with and to modify the legal right. This is what is meant, and 
all that is meant, when it is said that in equity time is not of the essence 
of the contract.’’ 


For the future, then, we must assume that, if in these matters 
equity has appeared to differ from law, it has been solely on 
account of the manner in which it has used its special remedy 
of specific performance. For practical purposes this may not be 
very different in its effect to the application of equitable rules of 
construction. Whether the court puts its own construction on the 
contract and then enforces it, or whether it refuses to enforce 
it unless in the form it thinks proper, the result must be, in 
general, very similar. 

Whatever objection, however, may be taken to the identity, in 
times gone by, of rules of construction at law or in equity, there 
is no doubt that the opinions recently pronounced from the bench 
tend strongly to reduce any differences there may have been. 
Before the fusion of law and equity it was not so necessary to con- 
sider the question. The result in equity was known to differ from 
that at law, and whether this arose from the application of a 
special rule, or of a special remedy, there was no occasion to ask. 
But now, in any case where there is a conflict between the rules 
of equity and the rules of law, the former are fo prevail. In con- 
sidering, then, whether a result in equity can differ from one at 
law, it is necessary to distinguish between the law and the 
remedy. The rule must now be the same in each; as to the 
remedy, all actions for specific performance are attached to the 
Chancery Division, and any variation that may appear in enforcing 
the contract must be due to this element alone. 

It is very clear that this has had an important effect in restrain- 
ing the latitude which the Court of Chancery formerly allowed 
itself. There is no doubt that it started with the intention of 
carrying out the substance of the contract without paying too 
great regard to details, and, further, with the intention of protect- 
ing the purchaser, who was unacquainted with the title to the 
property, against the vendor, who might take an unfair advantage 
of his own position. Each of these objects was gained by grant- 
ing or refusing specific performance of the contract according to 
the discretion of the court; but when we come to apply the 
above distinction we find that the means employed in each case 
were different. To begin with, there may be doubt as to the exact 
meaning of the words of the contract; to remove this doubt 
courts of equity and courts of law have always applied the same 
rules, the rules of common sense. In the next place, it may be 
clear that certain points in the contract are essential and go to its 
root, while others are matters of detail which may be varied with- 
out injury to either party. Thus, when a time is fixed for com- 
pletion, my be either because it is essential to the purposes 
of the parties that the whole matter should be completed by that 
day, or else that, while the actual completion was immaterial, there 
might be a point of time assigned at which their various rights 
as vendor and purchaser should be exchanged. In this case the 
court holds that the parties intended the contract to be carried out 
in any case, although the date for completion was not strict] 
observed. Accordingly it will grant specific performance, althoug 
the contract is thus literally broken; and here it is probably more 
correct to say that the court construes the contract sanaine to 
the probable intention of the parties rather than that it applies its 
remedy at its own discretion. This view seems, indeed, to be ex- 
pressly adopted in the Judicature Act, 1878, for it is there enacted 
(section 25, sub-section 7) that in the construction of contracts 
the rules of equity, as to time being of their essence, shall prevail. 
There is a class of cases in which the court does more than guess 





at the probable intention of the parties; it exercises its own judgment 
upon whether the contract is fair or no, and in the latter case 
refuses to apply its own special remedy to enforce it. This un- 
fairness may arise in various ways: if there is fraud on the part 
of the vendor, or if there is mistake on either side, then the con- 
tract is vitiated according to the ordinary rules of law; but, in 
addition to this, if the vendor has stipulated for some advantage to 
himself which is clearly unfair, the court will not assist him 
except upon terms of his foregoing this advantage. Thus, if the 
vendor has bargained that there shall be no compensation allowed 
in case of misdescription, and the property turns out to be less in 
extent than he stated, then, if he wishes for aid in enforcing the 
contract, he will be required to give up this clause and to allow 
compensation out of the purchase-money. 

In such cases as the above the distinction we have pointed out 
between the rule of construction and the remedy has had the effect 
of lessening the discretion of the court upon the construction, 
though it still exists as to the remedy. The principle upon which 
the court appears to have formerly gone was to assume that the 
purchaser required its protection, and then to read into the con- 
tract such terms as he would have consented to had he been as 
well acquainted with the property as the vendor. Thus, where he 
has agreed to take the property without any compensation for 
misdescription, it was the opinion that this could only be meant to 
refer to misdescription of a trifling kind; but this protection is 
now passing away, partly, no doubt, under the influence of a 
tendency to make all contracts as free as possible, but also because 
the court, being now bound to distinguish between its rules and 
its remedies, and feeling that, as to the former, it has no further 
discretion, is compelled to adopt that literal construction which 
was formerly peculiar to courts of law. Hence the judgments 
both of the Master of the Rolls and of Lord Justice Lindley, in the 
principal case, go upon the supposition that no allowance is to be 
made for the purchaser, but that the contract is to be construed 
according to its plain meaning. This is clearly expressed in the 
following passage :— 

‘Conditions of sale are not always the same. They vary. Some 
vendors may put in more stringent conditions of sale than others; but, 
when the conditions of sale are put in, what are the rights of the parties? 
Why, the purchaser bids, knowing of those conditions of sale, and, there- 
fore, agreeing to be bound by them; so that the conditions of sale are the 
agreement under which the purchaser bids and the vendor sells. Then 
that is a contract, the conditions of sale forming part of the contract. 
How are they to be construed ? To my mind they are to be construed in 
precisely the same manner in a court of law as in a court of equity. They 
are to be construed according to the ordinary interpretation of 
as used in business, unless there is something in the contract or something 
in the subject matter which obliges the court—not which entitles the 
court, but which obliges the court—to read the language otherwise than 
in its ordinary sense.’ 

It appears, then, that, apart from certain well-defined cases in 
which equitable rules of construction have been established—such 
equitable rules now prevailing under the Judicature Act in all 
courts—the rule of grammatical interpretation is to be adopted 
everywhere, and the courts are no longer to read into the contract 
terms which they think the parties would have wished to insert 
had they had all the subsequent events before them ; but, although 
no question of equitable construction can now arise, the court 
retains its former discretion as to whether, upon all the circum- 
stances of the case, it will grant the aid of its own peculiar 
remedy. 








Last week Sir J. W. Ellis offered for sale Sir John Astley’s freehold 
Wiltshire estate, known as Everleigh Manor. The area of the estate is 
4,553 acres, and it produces an income of £2,422 10s.ayear. In offering the 
property Sir John said it was his conviction that the land market 
would resume its normal tone. He solicited offers for the property, first 
asking for a bid of £100,000, and then £60,000, but, no offer being forth- 
coming, the estate was withdrawn. 


At the meeting of the Lib Association on Tuesday, Professor F. 
Pollock read a paper on ‘“‘The Use and Arrangment of Law Libraries,” 
in which he contended that a law library should be not merely a collection 
of law books, but a collection of books ordered and maintained for the 
use and provision of science and law. It should contain (1) works of 
general reference, (2) cosmopolitan law literature, such as Roman and 
ecclesiastical law, philosophy of law, historical and comparative juris- 
—- and international law, (3) lish, American, and foreign law 

terature, (4) legal ponent | and jogue. He also urged that there 
should be more co-operation 


an at present existed among the Inns of 
Court libraries. 
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CONCERNING SEARCHES. 


(VIIL) CROWN DEBTS. 


The Prerogative of the Crown.—The Ctown can, at cotnnion law, 
by its prerogative, issue execution against the lands which its 
debtor had at the time at which he a by record to be in- 
debted to the Crown, notwithstanding that he has sold the lands or 
died. The writ, if issued during the life of the debtor, is called 
“Can extent,”’ if issued after his death, ‘‘ diem clausit extremum.” 

Debts to be considered as of Record—By 33 Hen. 8, c. 39, 
certain specialty debts to the Crown ate to have the sathe effect 
“as writings obligatory taken and acknowledged — to the 
Statute of the Staple at Westminster.” In other words, they ate 
to have the same effect as debts of record. The cases oft the 
construction of the statute are Sir Thomas Cetil’s case (7 Rep. 18), 
Scrogs v. Gresham (Moor, 193; And. 129), Rex +. Yale (Bunb. 
58). 

Debts due to the Crown from tat collectofs have, in cettain 
cases, the effect of debts of record): 43 Geo. 3, c. 99, s. 41; the 
balances due from army agents one month after demand of paymett 
are deemed debts of record to the Crown: 48 Geo. 3, c. 128, 8. 3. 

Simple Contract Debts.—On the other hand, fo lien a to 
arise in favour of the Crown as against a purchase? for value from 
the debtor without notice on simple contract debts (The Ring v. 
Smith, Wightw. 34; Casberdv. Ward, 6 Pri. 411), of a specialty debt 
not within 33 Hen. 8, c. 39, till the debt has been tutned into a debt 
of record, which may be effected by an inquisition (Zhe King v. 
Mainwaring, 2 Pri. 67) taken on a commission to inquiré whethet 
the debtor owes any debt to her Majesty, or till an action by the 
Crown has commenced (3 Preston’s Abstr. 305), or, im the case of 
a bond debt, till the condition is broken: The King +. Tarleton 
(9 Pri, at 656), Rex +. Marsh (1 M'Clel. 688; 13 Pri. 826). 

Money belonging to Crown coming into Subject’s Hands.—Whete 
aBy money, goods, or chattels belonging to the Crown come to the 
hands of a subject by matter of record or by matter in fait 
he becomes a debtor to the Crown: Candish’s case (1 Plow. 321), 
Dodington's case (Cro. El. 545; Moor, 475; same case, stated 
11 Rep. 906, sub nom. Sir Walter Mildmay's case), Earl of 
Devonshire’s case (11 Bep. 89); the cases cited in The King v. 
mith (Wightw. 34), Rex v. Wrangham (1 Cr. & J. 408; 1 Tyrw. 
383), Wilde +. Fort (4 Taunt. 334), Attorney-General v. Perry 
(2 Com. Rep., at p. 490). 

Accountants to the Croitn.—By 13 Eliz. c. 4, repealed as to 
receivers of customs by 6 Geo. 4, c. 105, 6. 13, the debts due to 
the Crown from any of the officers enumerated in the statute, or 
“ other receiver of moneys, impost or otherwise, for the use of” 
the Crown, commonly called accountants to the Crown, if incurred 
at any time during the continuance of his office (Sir Christopher 
Hatton's case, 19 Bep., at p. 556; same case (but not satne a 
sub nom. Bir Edward Coke's case, Godb. 289), bind his from 
$ i ng into the office: Poskew’s case (2 Leon. 90) ; 
Biches +. How (2 Vern. 89) ; The King +. The Bishop of Sarum, 
sometimes tale Cothend’s enve (Moot, 126 Pl. 274); Ki 
v. Rawlings “12 Pr 824); Wille +. Port (4 Taunt. 334). 
not fall within our province to discuss the construction of the Act 
as te Which See a tery learned note, 6 PHL 428. A collector of 
asi, tetch is DA om secoutitant to the Crown within 12 Eliz. 
c. 4: Catherd +. Word “6 PL 411). 

What can te seized under an Extent —The Crown can seite trée- 
olds, whether legal or equitable (per Hale, C.B., Attorney-General 
- Bands, Wardr., wt p. 495; The King v. Coombes, 1 Pri. 207); 
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the debtor has contracted t» wl (The King +. Show, |* 
a til, | 
(Bir Baward Coke's case, Godb. 5 Reg. v. 7 


Copyholds cannot be taken in execution by the Crown; the 
feasoh ap tly being the prejudice that this being done would 
cause to the lord of the ttanor: Re Salkerd and Evered (Ow. 37) ; 
The King v. Budd (Park. 190), where it is stated that the report of 
Re Salkerd and Evered, st 2 Leon. 97, sub nom. Saliard and Everet’s 
case is incorrect ; The King v. Lisle (cited Park. 195). 

A sale of leaseholds for years by a Crown debtor before execu- 
tion is good: Sir Gerrard Fleetwood’s tase (8 Rep. 1714). 

A term assigned to attend the inheritance of lahds purchased 
by a Crown debtor does not (Nichoile v. Howe, 2 Vern. 389; 
same ease, sub nom. How v. Nicholl, Finch Pre. Ch. 125; 
Rex %. St. John, 2 Pri. 317; Re# ¢. Smith, Suga. V. & P. App 
but such a term never held in trust for the debtor, and ultima’ 
assigned to attend the inheritance of a purchaser from him, does 
= v. Lamb, 18 Pri. 649), protect the feo against the Crown’s 

ebt. 

Statutes of Limitations. —At common law, nullum tempus o¢éurrit 
regi; the right of the Crown to sue, which seems to include 
issuing executions (A/tham’s éate, 8 Rep., at p. 153), is not restrained 

efflux of time. This fémains the law as to debts due to the 

wn: Lambert v. Taylor (4 B. & C. 188). The first testtiction 
on the right of the Crown to sue fot land at aiiy time was con- 
tained in 21 Jac. 1, ¢. 2, ah Act Which was tepealed by the 
Nullum Tempus Act (9 Geo. 8, 6. 16), which, ih effect, provides 
that the Crown shall not sue for any teal property other than 
libetties or franchises, except when the right of title thereto shall 
have first accrued within sixty years before the cotfimetitertent of 
the proceedings, unless the Crown shall have received the rents and 
profits thereof, or of some ants of which the sathe afe parcel 
Within sixty years, of unless the same shall have stood in charge 
to the Crown or insuper a8 of fecotd Within the #ame petiod: see 
Tuthill ¥. 7S Jo. & Lat. 86; 6 Ir. Eq. R. 429); Attor- 
nty-General vy. Eardley (8 Pi. at p. 73); Doe v. Roberts (18 
Mee. & W. 520). See as to the meaning of “in charge” and 
“insupet of record,” 3rd Instit. 189. This Act does not confer 
a title on the pefson in possession of the latid—it only prevents the 
Crown or persons claiming undet it ffoth suing: Goodtitley. Bald- 
win (11 Bast, at p. 495). 

By 24 & 25 Vict. ¢. 62, ss. 1, 3, the exception contained ih 9 
Geo. 3, c. 16, in favour of the Crown of land held in charge ot 
insuper of tecord, is removed; ahd it is provided by section $ 
that the Crown is not to be deetited, for the p of the last-men- 
tioned Act, to have beeh answered [si¢] the tents of land which have 
been taken by ahothet petsoti, mietely because such land ha’ been 
patcel of an honour, manot atid other hereditaments of which the 
tents have beeh answered to the Crown, atid has been in charge or 
insuper of record. 
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relating to costs, a score of examples of bills of costs. We may, per- 
baps, suggest to Mr. Cautherley that he would render a service 
to the profession if he would prepare and continue an ‘“ Annual 
County Court Practice” on the same lines as the admirable ‘ Annual 
Practice” of the High Court of Messrs. Snow, Winstanley, and 
Walton. 





THF MARRIED WOMEN ACT, 1886, 


THE MARRIED WOMEN (MAINTENANCE IN CASE OF DESERTION) ACT, 
1886. Wit InTRoDUCTORY OBSERVATIONS, NOTES ON THE SEC- 
TIONS, AND AN APPENDIX OF Forms. By J. ASHER FoysTEr, 
Solicitor, Clerk to the Justices of the Borough of Salford. John 
Heywood, Manchester and London. 


This little book is one of a kind which we should like to see 
largely — 4 It is an inexpensive, careful, and [practical 
treatise on the important Act of last session, by an author 
familiar with the practice of the tribunals intrusted with 
the administration of the Act. The Act, no doubt, as Mr. 
Foyster remarks, appears, at first sight, to be free from difficulty 
of construction, but the question ‘‘ What is desertion?” involves 
considerations very foreign to magistrates’ courts. Mr. Foyster 
supplies the principles which should be borne in mind by 
them in dealing with this question. The curious proviso at the 
end of section 2 with regard to re-hearing is discussed at p. 13, 
and the author thinks that it is impossible to conjecture its exact 
legal effect. We are hardly disposed, however, to agree with him that, 
upon a re-hearing, a fresh information and summons would be neces- 
sary to found any variation of the original order; the words of the 
proviso, ‘may rehear any such swmmons,” “and confirm, discharge, 
or vary any previous order thereon,” following the provision as to 
the application for, granting, and serving of a summons under the 
Act, appear designed to prevent the necessity for a fresh sum- 
mons on the re-hearing. We quite admit, however, the inconveni- 
ence of this construction. There are some judicious observations 
at p. 12 on the provision, in section 1, as to the ing of the order 
by ‘ the justices or magistrate by whom it was porn’ ay or other jus- 
tices or magistrate sitting in their stead.” The appendix contains 
a set of forms for proceedings under the Act, prepared for use b: 
two justices in a borough, which can, of course, be readily adapte 
for use by a stipendiary magistrate or in a divisiort of a county. 


STUDENTS’ BOOKS. 


Tue StupENT’s STaTuTE LAW; SPECIALLY INTENDED FOR THE USE 
oF CANDIDATES AT THE FINAL AND Honours EXAMINATION OF 
THE Law Soctery. By ALsBert Grsson, Solicitor, and ARTHUR 
WELDON, Solicitor. ‘‘ Law Notes’ Publishing Office. 

INTERMEDIATE LAw EXAMINATION MADE EASY: A COMPLETE GUIDE 
To SELF-PREPARATION IN THE 10TH EDITION oF “ STEPHEN'S 
CoMMENTARIES.” SrxTH Epirion. By ALBERT Grsson, Solicitor. 
‘* Law Notes” Publishing Office. Fr 


The first-mentioned book is likely, not only to afford help 
to intending candidates at the examinations mentioned in its title, 
but also to lay a foundation for a more extensive knowledge 
than is generally derived from preparation for these examinations, 
The leading statutes (other than those relating to criminal law) are 
arranged according to subject-matter, the selection being certainly 
ample — for the student; the substance of the provisions is 
given, and, in the case of statutes altering the law, an explanation is 
appended of the inconvenience intended to be remedied. In many 
of the statutes a statement of the effect of the | cases on par- 
ticular provisions is also inserted. The statement of the sections, and 
the notes, in the portions of the book we have examined, we have found 
fairly accurate; the errors we have noted are of no great importance 
—such, for instance, as the statement at p. 533, that the tenant of a 
holding under the Agricultural Holdi ot, 1883, “can insist on the 
goods [distrained] being sold by public auction.” This is exactly 
what the section does not require, though, singularly enough, the 
marginal note mentions sale public auction, We think that a 

deal more explanation of the Real Property Limitation Acts 
would be desirable ; thus, in the summary, at p. 599, of section 2 of 
the Act of 1874, the student is likely to be more bewildered by the 


inane use of the terms ‘' 0 estate,” ane estate,” and 
‘future estate,” than even with the words of thorny seotion. 
The number of 


the section is wrongly given, and the im t last 
clause appears to have escaped notice. But with oareful revision in 
details we think that the book may be made a very useful one. 

The book secondly above mentioned is now too well known to need 
introduction to our readers. The author has diligently i ted 
the additions to the 10th edition of ‘Stephen's Grameen,” 
We came with some amusement on the statement at the head of the 
“ Fifth week's work ''—‘' During thie week your work will consist of 
getting up all the important statutes relating to landed pro, perty." This 
seoms either to suppoto that @ law studont is a $ , or that 
there is some oxtremely royal road Yo legal lor 





major portion of the estate has been long ago 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


CESSATE GRANTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 
Sir,—The practice of insisting on these grants in cases where 


| 


inconvenience, both to the public and to the profession. I fail 
tirely to see why a de bonis grant should not issue in such cases. 


far as the Inland Revenue is concerned, its interests could not 
as the authorities would always be in a position to check the 

disclosed by the affidavit to lead the new grant, with the 
previously disclosed, and to ascertain if any further duty 


able. 


It is said, indeed, that, by compellin 


find sureties in the whole amount of the estate, as well that ad- 
ministered as that ini there is further ity for the 
due administration, but inasmuch as the bond expressly limits the 





is full of 


ilk 


were pay- 
the new administrator to 


liability to the property coming to the possession of the obligee, there is 
no basis for this contention. 

The only other reason adduced is, so far as I am aware, that the 
original grant invested the graatee with a determinable estate only, 


whereas in the case of a de bonis grant it is alwa 


entire representation was given by the original grant. But is 


technical difference really worth preserving, when weighed 
the inconvenience arising from the present 

As an instance: H. S. died intestate in 1876, administration 
granted in 1878 to E. B. as the attorney 


estate bei 


= Ss 
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Es 


assumed that the 


being M. 8., the 
sister and only next of kin, residing abroad. E. B. swore the estate 
under £1,500 (its real value being about £1,100), paid the duties, 
administered the estate, and died in 1881. M. S. never applied for a 


t (as she considered the estate was definitely wound up 
ied this year. It is now discovered that there is outstanding 


“Ss 


erty of which neither E. B. nor M. 5S. was aware, amounting to 


between £40 and £50, and it is desired to obtain a grant in 
this small sum. Now, if M. S. had herself taken the origi 
a t de bonis would, as a matter of course, issue to the 
titled, but because the original grant was to an attorney, it 
neeessary to take a cessate grant and find ity i 


in respect of 
a 


security i 
whole estate—namely, the £1,100 (already administered), 
small amount of ou ing property 
speak for themselves. 

If this communication has the effect of calling once more 
attention of the responsible authorities to the necessity of an altera- 


tion in the existing practice, which is little less than an 
it will have ans 


Gray’s-inn. 


cessate grant was allowed to be 


have been required if the 
district registrar has, at oy i 


discretion to reduce the amount 


- above-mentioned - _ ~ _ 
egislation would seem to —— i necessity 
application in each case to the court.—Eb. S. J.) 


remove an action commenced an the common law side in the 


the purpose of 
[In In the Goods of Amelia Fozard (3 


E 
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) pe 
valued at £50. These facts 


8 
taken in 








CASES OF 


THE WEEK. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 
SWANN e. ANDERSON.—29th September. 


Practrres—Actroxn on Commox Law Sing or Maron's Cocar—Actrex wx 
Cuancery Drvistox oF trae Hrex Corer—Morrox ren Rewovar or Preset 
Acrron ro Cuancery Divisron—Jcarnictron, 


Tn this case the question arose as to weahen Dates tal Saba 


Court direct to the Division. 


> <p we Snes 
& Muir on the commen 
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iw. & Tr. 173) the bond on a 


was to the subject-matter of the firet action, This wee a medion 

on of the defendant that the action lt the Mayor's Court magd 

be removed to the Chancery to be heard with the chancery acdiem. 

Bn clienel Wy OS eee ee 
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transferred te the hope aye yp WRA Be Rare = 
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os: he had jurisdiction to remove the action direct.—Covunszt, 
farten, Q.C., and Cyril Dodd ; R. Vaughan Williams. Soutctrors, Collyer, 
Bristow, § Co. ; Swann § Co. 


HOLDEN v. HITCHCOCK & Co.—29th September. 


Nuisance sy Howirxec, Srxcrve, anp Mvsicat Instrumentrs—PrivatTE 
RESIDENCE USED as CHAMBERS—INIUNCTION. 


The plaintiff, Mr. John Holden, alleged that forty young men, boarded 
in a neighbouring house by the defendant, Mr. George Williams (proprietor 
of a shop in St. Paul’s Churchyard, under the style of Hitchcock & Co.), 
destroyed the rest of the inmates of the plaintiff’s house and injured Mrs. 
Holden’s health by the noise they made, by howling, whistling, singing, 
and playing musical instruments. For the defendant it was contended 
that the young men behaved well, and were under the care of a superin- 
tendent, and all the lights were out at eleven o’clock. Grantuaw, J., 
said he was of opinion that the order must be made. The affidavits for 
the plaintiff were clear that the young men did make a noise, that the 
noise was discontinued for a time, and then renewed. His lordship 
thought that he must pay attention to the positive statements of the 
plaintiff's witnesses rather than to the negative ones made on behalf of 
the defendant. The defendant’s witnesses said that they had not heard 
any noise, but there was a proverb that ‘‘ None are so deaf as those that 
won’t hear.” There must be an injunction until the trial or further order. 
The costs would be reserved.—Cotnset, Herbert Reed ; Marten, Q.C., and 
A. St. J. Clerke. Souictrons, Pettiver, Foster, & Co. ; Charles H. Bannister. 








THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 


Ws briefly referred last week to a portion of the report recently laid 
before iament in pursuance of section 131 of the Act. The report 

by dealing with the operation of the Act. The general 
results, it is stated, appear to be as follows:—The amount of insolvency 
srought under officisi review, measured by the aggregate liabilities, con- 
tinues to diminish, although there is a ag increase in the — of 
cases compared with the previous year. e€ average proportion of assets 
to liabilities continues ‘4 increase. The cohetion. and distribution of 
assets is effected at a considerably lower percentage of cost than under 
the Act of 1869. The percentage of cost in the case of estates adminis- 
tered by officials is smaller than in the case of estates of similar amounts 
administered by non-official trustees. The aggregate loss to creditors and 
tothe nation by insolvency has, therefore, on the whole, largely decreased, 
and there is good reason to conclude that this decrease is in a substantial 
measure due to the operation of the revent Act. As regards the exposure 
and punishment of fraudulent and reckless trading, which formed so 
i a feature in the recent Act, there is still much to be done. 


they 
bject of Gating, have laid down rules of the greatest 
me forthe guidance of the inferior courts and of the official 
staff. A stringent administration of the [Act against fraudulent debtors 
— to be well received by the trading public, and in the places where 
i been most stringently som shesaipeen and where the co-operation of 


official and judicial staff has been most complete, the operation of the 
has been the most successful and the most popular. Un the whole, 
confidence of the commercial classes in the new law appears to be on 


increase, and any opposition which it may have met with from other | 


is becoming less strong and less pronounced than it was. Propo- 

to inge the spirit of the Act by ne, private arrange- 

of binding a recalcitrant minority have been rejected with 

fall bo mee of the trading classes. Various for amending 

law ite administration have been urged upon the Board of Trade ; 
most of these are :-— 

Yor reducing or abolishing the present limit of debt (£50) necessary to 

a cteditor’s petition. 
public registration of all private arrangements with creditors. 
For more effectually enforcing the law against fraudulent and reckless 


Yor raising the limit (£200) of sssets within which an Official Receiver 
is now permitted to act as trustee. 

Yor improving the system of administration order. 

In these , some or all of which will, no doubt, demand the 
attention of Varii t, will be found additional evidence that the public 
on bee har A in favour of maintaining the principles of the Act of 
1833, A extending their operation. 

Turning to the financial working of the Act, it is stated that the accounts 
shew 4 earplus of receh over expenditure of £74,932 1%. 114, which 

added to 4 exten the year 1664-5 of £13,922 178. 3d. 
, Sives a total surplus over expenditure for the two years of 
pe Ae 24. These figures are, however, subject to ¢ further 
vesulting from audit. In A , 1885, the 
With the concurrence of the Postmaster-General, authorized the 








Total receipts 


. £2,947,248 16 11 
Total payments 


2,345,052 10 8 
£602,196 6 3 
Out of the balance, £602,196 6s. 3d., together with the balance of 
£80,462 4s. 9d., transferred from the old Bankruptcy Court, the sum of 
£670,000 has been paid over to the Treasury up tothe 3lst of March, 
1886, and asc ge as under :— £540,000 in the purchase of 
£535,535 5s. 5d. Consols; £130,000 cash in the purchase of £147,591 18s. 
Two and a-half per Cent. Stock. In the above amounts is included the 
balance of sums recovered under section 162 from trustees in cases under 
eer ere Acts, as under :— 
otal receipts . “ . ° £264,588 14 1 
Total payments . . : 60,515 3 7 


£204,073 10 6 

With ye to official receivers, it is stated that during the year 1835 
no material changes have been made in the staff of the salaried official 
receivers. The scale of payment by fees and commission, by which it was 
intended to remunerate official receivers who are not paid by salary, being 
found to be inadequate and unsatisfactory, the following scale of payment 
has been substituted :—(a) A uniform allowance of £100 to each official 
receiver, to cover what may be called “fixed charges.” (4) A fee per 
case, calculated on the following sliding-scale:—Summary Cases.—For 
the first ten cases, £18 per case; for the next ten cases, £16 per case; for 
the next ten cases, £14 per cuse; for the next ten cases, £12 per case; for 
the remainder, £10 per case. Non-Summary Cases.—For the first five 
cases, £9 per case; for the next five cases, £8 per case; for the next five 
cases, £7 per case ; for the next five cases, £6 per case; for the remainder, 
£5 per case. (c) Subject, however, to a proviso that the total remunera- 
tion earned as above—under (a) and (4)—by any one receiver shall never 
exceed an average of £18 per case. 








THE SELECTION OF PRESIDING OFFICERS 


AT PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS. 
Tue following remarks were made on this subject by Judge Ingham on the 
hearing of the petition for the taxation of the returning officer's 
charges at the Cumberland elections, briefly reported, ante, p. 755. No 
reasons were given at this court for the decision as to the presiding officer’s 
charges for mileage, the matter having been at another court. 
His Honour said—I have considered this question very carefully. As to 
the discretion of the sheriff, while I express the opinion that it would be a 
very serious matter for me to interfere—perhaps in this particular case I 
should not be disposed to do so—I do take the opportunity of expressing 
an opinion—and if the matter comes before me it is an opinion to 
which I shall adhere—that I think strongly that the sheriff ought not to 
employ anybody as presiding officers out of the division. I will go to that 
extent, and in some measure I am confirmed in that when I look at the 
schedule of the Bury election. There you see no travelling expenses are 
allowed, and assuming that in the Bury election the returning officer had 
chosen to send to Whitehaven, Penrith, and round the country for pre- 
siding officers he could have got nothing for them. That rather leads me 
to the conclusion that it was never intended. The words “travelling 
expenses ’’ were introduced with reference to county elections because, of 
necessity, presiding officers must travel in some respects. You cannot get 
presiding officers in every place in a division, and it is on that account I 
think that ‘‘ travelling expenses’’ has been introduced into the Act. I 
am quite satisfied that every division of the county of Cumberland and 
other divisions of counties could be amply and properly provided for by 
coins oe persons in the division, and thus ma y curtail the 
expenses of the election. I cannot help saying this, I have seen some 
cases where the travelling ex amounted to twice or three times as 
much as the four guineas that was offered for doingthe work. Therefore, 
if I was acting sheriff I should never go out of the division. Perhaps the 
under sheriff might look a little to his friends and so on, and in addition 
to that I certainly must say that, of he is responsible for the 
election, and that is a serious matter. I do not for a moment see why he 
could not find com t men in the division. There can be no difficulty 
atall. I do not wish to say a word about professional men being em- 
ployed, but I know in other districts, in in the county of York, 
where they were not of that class, but were men in a different position 
altogether. I believe there is no doubt that the Act will have to be 
altered. There is a great deal in it which, if it had been more specific, 
would have saved a t deal of trouble. The reason for that conclusion 
was that if the Act intended travelling expenses it would have been 
#0 expressed, and as no such expression was given that goes a long way to 
shew that it was never intended that the g officers should be paid 
both ways. But I dohope that the great ty will be got over. ere 
was an Act passed last session, but it does not alter this at all. It only 
enables you to appeal from this court to « higher court on this question of 
expenses. I may say that in our county there was an application made 
to the quarter sessions for more polling places, and I know one or two of 
our Yorkshire members are prepared to take action in this matter. 
Probably a Bill will be brought in on this subject. ‘hey wanted more 
, and the answer to that was “‘ Yes, of course, if you do that 
They said ‘‘ No, be- 
officer you can get a 
that sum.’ t was rather a good 
when elections cost thousands instead 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 





Mr. Mirzs Watxer Martinson, barrister, who has been +~ 
Recorder of the Borough of Blackburn, is the only son of Mr. Thomas 
Mattinson, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne. He was called to the bar at Gray’s- 
inn in Easter Term, 1874, and he practises on the Northern Circuit at 
the Westmoreland, Cumberland, and Carlisle Sessions. 


Mr. Witi1am Artuur Warts, solicitor, of St. Ives, has beeen appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for i hire and Huntingdonshire for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds - Married Women. 


Mr. Henry Farrrax Harvey, solicitor (of the firm of Moore & Harvey), 
of Wimborne, Blandford, and Bournemouth, has appointed a 
Perpetual Commissioner for Dorsetshire and Hampshire for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Joun Cuute Netican, Q.C., has been inted a Member of the 
Royal Commission on the Irish Land Acts. . Neligan was called to 
the bar at Dublin in 1849. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874, and he 
is county court judge and chairman of quarter sessions for King’s 
County, Longford, Meath, and Westmeath. 

Mr. Francis Grorcz Hoppsr, barrister, has been ted Secretary 
to the Royal Commission on the Irish Land Acts. Mr. Hodder was called 
to the bar at Dublin in 1871. He was for several years an assistant land 
commissioner. 


Mr. Gzorce Hicrnzoruam, senior puisne judge of the Supreme Court 
of Victoria, who has been appointed Chief Justice of that Colony, in 
succession to Sir William Foster Stawell, resigned, is the sixth son of Mr. 
Henry Higinbotham, of Dublin. He was in 1827, and he was 
educated at Trinity College, Dublin. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1853. He was for some time besa vee 
ent of the Victoria Board of Land and Works. He was Attorney-General 
of Victoria from 1863 till 1865, and he was appointed a puisne judge of 
the Supreme Court in 1880. 


Mr. Hecror Macrzop, advocate, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
yd Gold Coast Colony, im succession to Mr. Newman Lesingham Bailey, 
























Mr. Justiczs Day has been ph Chairman of the Royal Commission 
to inquire into the Riots at Belfast. 


Mr. Nicnotas Arxrnson, Solicitor-General of British Guiana, has been 
appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of that Colony. Mr. 
Justice Atkinson is the second son of Mr. Nicholas Atkinson, of Hull, 
and was born in 1834. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
a 1867. He has been Solicitor-General of British Guiana 
since 4 


Mr. Wii114m Paice Hueuss, solicitor (of the firm of Hughes & Brown), 
of Worcester, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Worces- 
tershire and the City of Worcester for taking the Acknowledgments of 
Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Rozert Kearse Atves Extts, solicitor, of Sunderland and Seaham, 
has been appointed a Magistrate for the borough of Sunderland. Mr. 
Ellis was itted a solicitor in 1862. He is clerk to the county magis- 
trates at Seaham, registrar of the Sunderland County Court, district 
registrar under the Judicature Acts. 


Mr. Cuaruzs Jurr, solicitor (of the firm of Stocken & Jupp), of No. 48, 
Lime-street, in the City of London and of Croydon, Surrey, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to take the Acknowledgments of Married 

omen for the Cities of London and Westminster and Counties of 
Middlesex and Surrey. Mr. Jupp was admitted in 1863. 


Mr. Sr. Aunyn Ancove, solicitor, of Lonsdale Chambers, 27, Chancery- 
lane, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking the Acknowledg- 
ments of Married Women for the Counties of Middlesex and Surrey, the 
City and Liberties of Westminster, and the City of London. 


























-—— 
— 





OBITUARY. 
MR, WILLIAM HENRY ROWLAND. 







Mr. William H Rowland, solicitor, of Croydon, died ge | on 
the 19th ult. Mr. Rowland was admitted a itor in 1844, and he 
formerly at Ramsbury, Wiltshire, where he held the office of 
Sa eh se openly Jean foes tle a ra 
an o was y or, e 
County Court Circuit No, 44), which office he alk anti his @ . He 
was a t oner for the county of Surrey, and he had an 
extensive private On the creation of a commission of the peace 
for Croydon Mr. 


d he 
aaah ny To OE 


MR. JOHN WALKER, 


Mr. John Walker, solicitor (of the firm of Walker, Smith, & Way) of 

Chester, died on tho 19th ult., in his seventy-sixth . "Mr. Walker 

was boin in 1810, He was admitted a solicitor in 1831, and he shortl 
ards commenced to practise at Chester, He had an extensive eel. 











vate business, and he was a perpetual commissioner for Cheshire and the 
city of Chester. He was, at the time of his death, associated in partncr- 
ship with Mr. Samuel Smith and Mr. Norris Alfred Ernest Way. 

W was elected town clerk of Chester in 1857, and he was 
of the peace for the city. 


MR. HENRY WILLIAM RAVENSCROFT. 


Mr. Henry William Ravenscroft, solicitor (of the firm of Ravenscroft, 
Lg Woodward), of 15, ae gna a = perm r% ~ his residence, 
? dringham-gardens, Ealing, on ’ “ 
— Mr. Ravenscroft was the y son of Rev. : 
venscroft, and was born in 1804. served his articles with his 
brother-in-law, the late Sir Stephen, and he was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1831. Re bl ee Le ey Taloone tiie and 
he had been associated with the r. Lilburne Hills, and 
with Mr. Harry Woodward. His firm are the London agents of 
United States Law Association. 


: 








LEGAL NEWS. 


An Order in Council has been issued giving effect to the convention 
concluded on June 2 last with Germany with regard to copyright in 
works of literature and art. 

From a blue-book published on Saturday it appears that in the 
1885 there were formed 1,482 companies in the Dnited i The 
total nominal share capital was £119,222,961, which is less than the 
capital of any year since 1879. 

A statue of Grotius was unveiled at Delft on Saturday. M. de Beau- 
ffort, member of the Dutch Chamber, poi out in his 
i led to the foundation of the 

at Heidelberg. In the evening the 
market-place and town-hall were brilliantly illuminated. 

The judges, Cave and Day, JJ., have fixed the following dates for 
holding the autumn assizes on the Northern Circuit :—Carlisle, Monday, 
October 25; Manchester, Thursday, October 28; Liverpool, Saturday, 
November 6. Prisoners only will be tried at Carlisle, but both civil and 
criminal business will be taken at Manchester and Liverpool. 


Mr. Staveley Hill gave notice in the House of Commons on Saturday cf 
his intention to ask leave next session to introduce a Bill to limit the 
creation of life estates in respect of real , and to provide for a 
like distribution in cases of intestacy of personal estates. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Bank, 
Old Broad st, solicitor for the . 

SgaLyHaM StaTe Compasy, Lomrep. presented Sept 
21, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on te Lickorish and 
Bellord, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the 

UNIVERSAL PLaTE G ANY, on for 
up, aon Seas 0. Cppeted fo So Seek See the Vacation Judge on Oct 
6. Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Discount, 
ee 


SuBPHERDS UNITRD, Lica. feeitian ti presented Sept tt 
directed heard before the at Taseination Chancery 
an Cen a agents for and Oa, 

( Gasette, Sept. 2B) 
SoctETy VED. 
Canpirr Staam Tye Paovipgrr Soci, street Gogpel Hall, Cant. 
saad (@asetia, Sept. 28. 







Two Gurwras, for a sanitary 


ne pimenpes tats: 
fadlon Company, lit; Wictoria-atrest: Westunisaten Sows 





Funnier on N & Sracere Hae Puacgass Ser Ee 
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CREDITORS CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM 


4 CHARLES, St John’s rd, Upper Holloway, Gent. Oct 22. Maskell, Gt 
ames st 
BENDALL, JaMES, Woodbridge, Suffoik, Ironfounder. Nov 15. Welton, Wood- 


BINGHAM, Francis, Potton, Bedford, Common Brewer. Nov 13. Leeds Smith, 
Beem, Taemas. Goswell rd, Licensed Victualler. Oct 31. Bannister, Basing- 
CHARLTON, Axx, North ——~ Nov 11. — North Shields 

Cuartks Raxpo 


nr Pontefract, Auctioneer. Nov 1. 
Wilson and Lentham, Wakehald “9 
Deaxg, Wittiam AntHoxy, Webbery, Alverdiscott, Devon, Esq. Oct 31. 


Buta Jomm Liveoredt Shis Uhen 
OEN, ol, 8 
FRancis, ALFRED, Colchester, Essex, Me 


Fuiroy, Hamitow Hexry, Bedford House, Acton. Oct 31. Squarey, Birken- 


Griman, THomas, Short Heath, nr Erdington, Warwick, Oil and Colour Mer- 
chant. Novi3. Ansell and Ashford, Birmingham 

GIeLiIxG, Mary, Scarning, Norfolk. Novi. Cooper and Norgate, Dereham 

Hansox, Esav, Halifax. Cotton 8 inner. Oct 31. Wavell and Co, Halifax 

eae, SvsayNnaH, Tabard st, Newington. Oct 31. Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, 


Kine. .- Laneham, Nottingham, Gent. Nov & Jones and Wells, East 
—— Westbourne pk villes, Warehouseman. Dec10. Robertsand Co, 
Matrs,S , Leamington. Warwick, Gent. Nov 30. Berridge and Miles, 
Maetrs, Lucerra Frawsces, Epsom, Surrey. Nov 1. Lockyer and Dinn, 


— Rev Gzorce Berpcss, Tunstall Rectory, Kent, Clerk. Oct 28. Lambert 
and Griffith. Bedford row 
Sn e Portland cottages, Kensington, Mason. Octi5. Childend 


= 


Pater, THomas, Swaffham, Norfolk, Solicitor. Novi. Cooper and Norgate, 
READER, ees, Hilldrop crescent, Camden town, Gent. Novis. Layton and Co, 


Rickuas, Wit Cuanres, Lithanger, Empshot, Southampton, Esq. Nov 1. 
Randali and Bucknill, Gray’s inn pl - 3 
RorrerY, Sawvet Ksicut, Calf Heath, nr Wolverhampton, Gent. Nov 1. Saxton 
and Somerset st, Portman @q j 
SEYMocR, . Nottingham, Gent. ‘Oct 16. Parsons and Son. Nottingham 
Szuavw, Joxs. Kingston upon Hull, Clothier. Deci0. Th son andCo, Hull | 
oo = Pe kek eee. Ge. heed wae. ——= 
omrPsos, WiLiiaM, Ashton under or. ct 18. Gartside and Robin- 
som, Ashton under Lyne aie 
t. 17.) 


- Gazette 
Aloocs, Grorcsz, Everton, nr Liverpool, Copper Plate Printer. Oct e Neale, | 
land, Gent. Nov . Steel, Sunderland 


. CHARLES, Sundezi 
Amoczz, Mszr, Hastings. Novi. Thorpe, John st, Bedford row 
Agpcuze, Jous, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Surgeon. Dec 24. Johnson and Co, | 


dier. Oct1. Jevons ne a Liverpool 
rehant. Sept ‘ope and Co, Col- 





Bazssler, sf Ha See other Water, nr Little Hucklow, Farmer. Octi6. Bag- 


_ a c— Water, nur Little Hucklow, Derby, Farmer. Oct16. 


pape Wasa 1i14M, Claxton, Norfolk, Gent. Novi. Copeman and Cadge, Loddon, 
Buses, Wr114m, Wing, Buckingham, Gent. Nov3. Newton and Co, Leighton 


BisceeEit, Jaume, Prescot, 
Pate gael Clerk. Oct 16. Oswald 
on a i 
Biomrer. Teomas, Rochiale, filen Mill Manager. Oct 2. Standring and | 
Reows, Axx. Durham Dec 17. Wetord, Com 
Caarmas, Tous, ShefSicid, Gent. Nov 1. Gite and Sons, Sheffield | 
Ercusen, Lavender hill, Surrey. Oct 31. Lickorish and Bellord, | 
Queen Victoria 
Comztsa5, James, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Oct 21. Maddexz and James, 


wo AxstTos10, Wimbledon, Surrey, Esq. Novi. Paine and | 


ol 
ee eepook. Ook. a cased suey and Co, Liveryod 
Brats, Many, Slacestes _ 


| it, Pest ba Cefar= row m, Wantoworth rd, en Victualler. Oct BD. | 


Pasl’s Bakehouse <, am, ra 
A orl. Sted, Santeriand 
eee, game, Seeders + eit, Gent. Dec 1. Rodgers and Co, 


HSCEING, SOUS, Maivers 26 villas, Efbarn. Nov2. Lamartine Yates, Chancery 


Hartapy. Cuong. Crewe. Chester, Publican. Dex 2. 
Erwaxn, Pirhoy’s Westbourne tétr. 
Lembarid & ye “Kore 


Saas Bases wm Door ur Liverpod, Get. Oct 11, Rad ciifte | 
Reizarvera, Chariog Crom, Birtenhest. Oct. Haivh ‘and Co, Liver- 
Pesseos. Hewer, Loweewster, Cumberand. Oct 4. Benwn, Cockermouth, 
Racmsnieos, Ricmix, Capechuret, Cherter, Clerk. Mov 1. nemnenene| 
Cum, Wet Corwen, Ite A Wight, Cattle Dealer. Oct ¥. War | 
git Downshise bill, Hampctend, Gent. Mar 1. Mote and | 


y Hise, nr Harrogate, Brewer. Oct 14. Ticharason | Beas 


ee s 
Wses, free 4, Me End O40. Azuing, Ch le 4 
Wares, Tamas, victorin pe “~, B ethnal green. Fireman. OAD. huning, 


‘ Gastts, tom. AA 
|, Wtetanton, Mextiont, Le, OAT. Katigat and ton, Newcastle 


Kooard, barnham 


+ psahans, Bosserens, ( i Me he i Yasin Oc 
SV th, Vite, on. O44 F. Gash aad Co, on Ty, 3 apt, 
ms ; a Kxman Oct 12 


twood and | yorrow 


BovuRNE, gour, Highbury New park, Gent. Nov 4. Mills and Co, Brunswick 


lace, 

CORDERY, Watford, Herts, Baker. Nov 25. Sedgwick and Co, Wat- 
Det. —} ee. Rumney, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Nov 12. 
ere JOHN, Stamford rd, Kingsland. Oc 25. Pearson, Southampton st, 

joomsb' 
Fott, Harrit, Chobham, Surrey, Gent. Nov 10. pa and Bon. Dunstable 
1, — en Vict ry, Oakleigh, North Finchley, Sugar Oct 23. Walls 
and Co, Queen Vii 
Gr Epw. uum, Seeatiee, Mostyent Farmer. Novi. Williams, aad 


Homer, Dax, Be Cubersiay r4 —— Nov A hemeld ana’ rote 63 Cullum 
1. PETER, Berrylands rd, Surbiton, Gent. Oct 27, Guillaume and Sons, 
omy,’ , Woodlands, Sidmouth, Devon. Nov 15. Matthews, Bed- 
ve! Roquer EDWARD, Brockley rd, Lewisham. Oct 24. Newton and Down, 


st ‘J 

Kerpy, Exiza, Helston, Cornwall. Tyacke, Helston 
MezEDS, GEORGE, Frithville, Lincoln, a Oct 1. Rice and Co, Boston 
NeeEan, 2 , JONAH, Pembridge sq, Bayswater, Esq. Oct 80. Spyer and Son, New 
Pipyficld. Graceeht ye Rise, Clapham, Esq. Dec 21. Houghtons and 
PEAKE, THOMAS, emonelie under Lyme, Bookseller. Oct 1%. Knight and Son, 
aT ors, Hanley 

HEN we 
TANNER, Mary , non Lode © UE “= “4 Nov. 1. Gellatly 

Lombard ct, Gracech: — - , 
Unite, WrLL1aAM RoBERT, Adelaide rd, Uxbridge rd, Van Proprietor. Oct 24. 

Davis and Davies, Chancery 
Way, JANE ELIZABETH, St Cast s, Sussex. Oct 30. Gush and Co, Fiasbury 


Wiixiss, Wt11am James, East India rd, Poplar, Shoemaker. Oct 21. Marsh, 
Fen ct, "Fenchurch st 
{ Gazette, Sept. 24.) 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
= the eer om Act, 1869. 
Frmay, Sept. 24, 


| Barter, Henry. London wall, Commission 


et Eliza Frances Henrietta, Widecom +¥ in he a. Ashburton, Devon. 


~ THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Fripay, Sept 24, 1886. 
aging 


RDERS. 
Astley, Charles James Dukinfield, Gt Grimsby, Smack Owner. Gt Grimsby. 
aT +20. Ord Sept 20. Bene: Sat Seat it ot Towahall, ib 
ate, William, Brosele Broseley, Salop, Potter. Madeley. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 21. 


Bayi, ye Thomas, Stratford, Essex, Auctioneer. High Court, Pet Aug 9. 
rd Sept 21. Exam Novy 10 at 1 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bae. 3 John, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Liverpool. Pet aug | 9 Ord Sept 22. 
Exam Oct ot at 12 at Court house, Government bldgs, Be Liverpool 
Pavensthoehe, Yorks, Bookkeeper. pt m= et Sept 20. 
Sod Rape oe 20. Exam 


5 3 » Oldhson, Feta. Oldham. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 21. Exam 

a 

Buckmaster, Twidell William, Cranfield, Bedfordshire, Farmer. Bedford. Pet 
Sept 22. Ord Sept 22. Exam Oct 13 

Burnett, John, Barrow in Furness, Baker. Ulverston and Barrow in Furness. 
ee ond Bev Exam Oct 13 at 2.45 at Townhall, Barrow in Fur- 


, King William st, Accountant. High Court. Pet 
am Nov 10 at 1 at 34 coals inn fields 
, Mark colour Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
ee oe st ct 11 sat 9 34, Lincoln's inn fields 
land, Plumber. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 


, Lace Maker. Nottingham. Pet 


fliam, Kingston See ape man Wine Merchant. ton 
ail Pet Bept 10. Ord Sept 20, Oct 18 at 2 at Court house, Town- 


flarhinen Bil, Gubtnst tein. Kingston, Surrey. 
y Etannatord, Terrase signee, Riowick, Signal 
Solicitor. Birmingham. Pet 


Sept 22. ae Exam Oct 2 
| Ellison, William, radford, Jeweller. Bradford. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 22. 


Exam Nov 2 


Northum! Painter. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Py to Sept 30 at 11 
oS, Sones Agent, Wolverhampton. Pet Sept 


ones ¢, Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Sept 20. 
rd Bept Ee Cumberland, Joiner. Whitehaven. Pet Sept 
auxworth, Leeds, Jewellers. Leods. Pet 


Jum berland, Oocker- 
“eye Sor Oct 11 at 8.80 at 


=o ead 
Hine, nis aa Carlisle. Pet Begt 20. Ord Sept 20. 
Bras Oo LA": Court Carlisle 
og 8 He Court, Pet Sept 8. Oxd Sept22. Exam 
Williams “W Bote, Bootmaker. Portsmouth. Pet Sept 21. 
Holmen "hares ited, Pitt Wine Merchant. Barnsley. Pet 
a, Ord Bey Baan Oot 14a stint we 
in, Abraham, Kirk k, M: ge Sem Yarmouth. Pet Aug 27. Ord 
i. i Ean Oot toa ha we Bow 
i: ys egenny, ma Cesee: Dewsbury. Pot Sept 1. 
A pa he "Menoitinn, Baker, Portsmouth. Vet Sopt ai, Ord 
, Ulotaier, HudAersticld. Pet Septsi. Ord Bept 


ize 
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Jurap Wil Lower Tranmere, Cheshire, Baker. Birkenhead. Pet Sept 0. Ft Ras Lente Bie. OF 143 Hh Rods Soe, 


‘emote eee Boltwn. Pet Sept 7. Ord Sopt a. 


" aver, Chat Court. Pet Sept 21. Ord 
seat at a ~y a 4 eaere, Pease ine Aetas 
Leach, Fohe Martock, Somersetshire, Solicitor. Yeovil. Pet Sept 6. Ord Sept 


te: , Mile End rd, Sp Court. Pet 20. 
wining. Sul. mca pom. ms tene 
. urn. 
ute Peter, Barro fr x+y Butcher, w in 
ous, e in mess, uw 

Furness Stent ie ‘Ord Sept 20. "Exatn Oct 6 at at has at eassg open 
orth Audi 7 Outfitter. Court. Pet Sept 21. 

Moraseke pe ameter Frag 
Middl Pet ugh 20. 

sae Z wixam Oct 9 at gt Cones 


Sept 8 Ord Rept 2 Eee Oct 19 at SNe es a ea as dh 

a Watson, nr Coventry, Fatmet. Coventry. Pet Sept 16. Ord 

of py Coventty, tent for Thrashing Machines. 

Quilter John, Morice Town Devon, Shootnaker East Stonehouse. Pet Sept 

Riyett, Hundot, Suffolk, Becréelier, Omtibriage. Pet Sept ®. Ord 

Roblasot, gbaphen, Breet Haiingtury, Essex, Parmer. Hettford. Pet Sept i: 
Ord Sept 31. Exam Oct 20 


Rowl Beit Ossett, Yorks, eigen 100g Dewsbury. PetBept 9. Ord Sept | Roberts, 


20. 
Rubinstein, Base, Newcastle on e, Atictioneé?: Neweastle on Tyne. 
wee Bae 2 Whitt pt 22. Exam 5 ati1 
assem F of utby, Batcher. Sto Stockton on Tees 4nd Midd@lesbofough. Pet 
le xam 
Siddeh, J Sundettend, Fish Salesman, Suinderimd. Pet Sept 9. Ord 


Sept 20. eran Oot 1 


 hetusbotonéh, Coal Dealer. Lineota. Pet Sept 2: Ord Sept 


20. at 2.30 at Sessions House, Lin 
sain os Wi a sinth, aut Thoms Sith, fm Otay, at Biemtoe. | Thome, 


Steniing Ww Gt Yarmout 
cing MORI Bopt 80 9 at 11 at Townhall, Gt ¥: 


‘atmo 
Thenas, ame , +. “Baten Got Tissenak Victualict. Neath. Pet Sept 21. 
xam Oct 5 at 10.30 at Townhall, Nea 
Tucker, a Hubert, Bridgend, Builder. Cardiff, tet Sept 6. Ord Sept 20. 
Exam Oct 6 at 2 


Turner, William, Blackburn, Draper. Blackburn, Pet Sept 20. Ord Sept 20. 
Exam Oct 5 at 11. 80 at County Court ae 


outh. V Wine Merchant’s Clerk. reemoqi Pet 


Wale, Wiiiem, illiam, Bath, Cattle Dealer. Bath. Pet 18. Ord Sept #. Exam 
ic 
Wolkteehoy Arthur, Pirpinghem, Fruiterer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 21. Ord 
Pp Exam Oct 

be 1 meee, Alogander # Maconochie, Sinclair 

si ara oatalermia ae i, Ae Con, His 
We fotton, John Hndagott, West een, = 

Ord Sept 21 Exam Oct 
"yas Muktrvis. 


Bate. hedig ~ =h ern st » Potter. Oct 90 at 11.30. . Count Over, padiey 
ver, 


Bepeee, Does eee, Dinpingham, Stationer. Oct6ati2. Official Receiver, 
Bro poo ag ant Brassfounder. Oct5at11. Official Receiver, Bir- 
Buckley, J eee, Sanam, Joiner. Oct Sat. Official Recéivet, Phory chmbrs, 
Duss, Benjamin Thomas, Dover, Draper. Oct 2atii. Official Recefver, 11 Bank 
Cave Sarah Jane, Brunswick oq, Lodging house Keeper. Oct 6 Bt 1. 85, Carey 


© wb Amble, Northumberland, Plumber. 2 
i bert, As ble, J a, Oct 2 & 20:80; Official 


Pein vies et bs otie teal? Wine Metenant. Oct ¢ at 11. 
ain, Northotaberien haze, lt sae hn. Official 


Pe eres 5 

rie gta es ar Carpenter Uct 6 at % Ode, ‘Permmiiaa #4; ast: 
ry gen Newbury, Berks, Tailor, Oct aat £40. 1%; Netehbrovk 
Forbes, Hmm, on, Newapaper Agent. Oct ot ide, Otletat Ro- 


Fox, Si ise Peters cae a gate st With, Conthictot. Oct datit. Bankripted 
md ortugal at Inooin’s inn , Joh { ef, Duike 

Gaunt aeigh, wentar aa ssley, Watchmaker edhe My Oct So GETS... 
Gough. J Shrewsbury, Licensed Vana, Odt 18 &t 11.90, LaW Society, 
Grant iarles Andrew, Oxtord te ter, Sydenham, @tover. Oct 1 at 
kata Graves, cto at Cumberland, Grain Merchant. Oct ? at te. 

ivetboo!, Draper. Oct 5 at 2. Official Recelvet, %, Vio- 
mate aegne sgt Odt 1 ab 41, Se eer ee 








Dowsbary, Yorts, Comttuctors. 
Rte nn fill Hoey, rar Pagan ete t#. Offchit Rovetrer, $, 
Holla . m Walter, Bouthsen, Bootmaket, Oct it att. Ute Revetver, 
H Wiitam, , Boot Detier, Oot eat it, Oéttetit Rocutter, 


ngaey geamasig" Surgeon, Oot 1 at 3, Official Recel¥el; ite; Vio- 
"Po 


enry, Landport, Baker. Oct 11 até, Official Redervert HM, Qnedt de, 
Tqgoon, J an Clothier. Oct Sats, Haigh aid Bod, Sdltcitots, 
Batley, Yorks, Grocer, Oot 1 at 4, Official Rooairer, 


Elect Joiner. Oct5 at 1. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria st, 
Vv 

Marylee, Charles Betk , Holmfirth, Yorks, out of business. Oct 1 4t 11. Haigh 

Sons, Solicito: N H 

Mer: we Stockton or oo eee, Ccuneomoner. Oct 5 at 11. Official Receiver, 
M Grgan, Saute, Lampeter, Cardiganshire, Fatmer, Oct 1at12 Black Lion Hotel, 
Nor' qt peneeeae, Cotterstock, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Oct 7at3. Talbot 
N Walter 8 Hi Suffolk, Fa: Oct 2 at 1.30. Official Re- 
pom st Not peweten, ‘olk, Farmer. 


ot Hevtiond st Uoventry yt On rae Oct 2 at 11. Official Receiver, 


Ousman, Ed for Thrashing Machines. 
Oct 2 at 11.45. Oficial Receiver, 1, Herth st, 

one , John, Morice Town, on, Shoemaker. Oct 4atii. Officidl Receiver, 
Rain: and Charles Wi Farmers. Oct6ati. Welsh 
ines, pac Raines, Wells, 

Ratienbury, John, Gord, Boot Dealer. Oct 1 at 12. Official Receiver, 28, Friar 
eather Sm Shipwright. Oct 1 at 9.30. 32, St George’s st, 


SESE PET Rta, cam , Beaumaris, Anglesey,Gent. Octé at 3. Queen’s 


ohn Sibree, Clifton, Bristol, Restaurant Keeper. Oct 5 at 12.90. 
Ofleia) Feceiv ver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Rivets, William, vil Hundon, Suffolk, Beerseller. Oct 5 at 2.45. C F Freeman, High 
jo avi 


David, Liverpool, Bootmaker. Oct 5 at 12. Official Receiver, 35, Vic- 
Roberts, i Liverpool, Builder. Oct 5 at 3. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria 
Rogets, Falmouth, Builder. Oct 2at 12. Official Receiver, Boscawen st, 
0 Mowcasiie on Tyne, Auctioneet. Oct 6 at ll. Official Re- 
seri Sea paar og, Pace Raa On: 
ree Th ee Tare soa, Ratate Agent. Oct 1 at 10. 32, 


St George’s st, Canterbury 
illiam, Blackburn, Draper. Oct 4 at 3.30. Official Receiver, Ogden’s 


chbrs, Bri st, Manchester 

bg 7 ny , Bastcheap, Mining Engineer. Oct 1 at 12. 33, Carey st, 
coin 

Wale, William, Bath, Cattle Dealer. Oct7 at 10.202. RH M " Bailiff. 
County Court, York st, Bath . me See 


N. ot 
bey _ a ht — yt ane Reeve orwich, Wine Merchant’s Clerk. Oc 


ICATIONS. 

Apirey, Themes, Brier Bie road, Richmond, Wood Merchant. Wandsworth. 
Willan, Jacked, Broseley, Salo. Potter. Madeley. Pet Sept2i. Ord 
Beckton paward, New Tredegar, Mon, Grocer. Tredegar. Pet Sept 16. 
porous. Pet Aug te, Ord Sept ie Stockton on Tees and Middies- 
Brown, Se, pea Stanton, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. Pet Aug 
marten Warrington rd, Richmond, Gent. Wandsworth. Pet Jume 
Sept *biaham, Joiner. Oldham. Pet Sept2i. Ord Sept 21 

Carmarthes. 


aves oie ems Cardiganshire, Farmer. Pet Aug 17 
upon ggg ory ee upon Hull, Wine Merchant. Kingston 


toon, Merchant. eee Onmst, 2 
he Bradford, Jeweller Tnated Fer Bent" Oed 
Yeritt James, Colchester, Licensed Victualler. Colchester. PetSept®. Ord 
Wi be Pet 
a pivechampton, Newspaper Agent. Wolverhampton. 
{eo A. , + SEER Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Sept 2. 
Frost, Jon, Manchester, SU Manutactarer. Manchester. Pet Septi¢. Ord 
Gale, Joan James, Whitehaven, Jner. Whitehaven. Pet Sept 18 Ord 
i nd ate age fling @t Yarmouth. Pet Sept r. 
earns Merchant. Cocke~ 


a week Ree we araaan: aon 


taanes, S ‘athaniel Samucl, Slough, Patnbroket. Windsor. Pet Jume & Ord 


eter, Ratton, Lancashire, Babes, Sutton. Pet Seat. Ore Sept 
Mampi *; Chaties Belk, Holmfirth, Yorks, out of bustaet Huhtersscht. Pes 
Oo ee 


aoe ohn Sibreo, Clifton, Brite; Rettaarast Keeper, Britta. Pe 


hat Tt, 
. J 
wee ae Holborn, Builders. High Court, 


RRR FT RAISE oS Ht OS Ce Cet 
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_— Arthur, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Birmingham. Pet Sept2i. Ord 


Wate, ‘William, Bath, Cattle Dealer. Bath. Se A 18. Ord Sept 20 
wee J Sheffield. Confectioner. Sheffiel et Sept 7. Ord Sept 22 
Wentw prem, 5 Hawke rd, , B+ Norwood, Clerk in Holy 
urt. Pet Aug 26. Ord Sept 20 
The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 21. 
Pf fin? Strutton ground, Westminster, er. High Court. Pet Sept 


14. 
TvuEspDAY, Sept. 28, 1886. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
William Brook, Newton Abbot, Builder. Exeter. Pet Sept 24. Ord 
11 


Adams, 
Sept 24. Exam Oct 14 at 
Charles Francis, Boston, Lincolnshire, Feather Purifier. Boston. Pet 
Sept 23. bey AR xam Nov 4 at 2 
Boston. Pet Sept 


re Py . Boston, Lincolnshire, Widow. 
23. 33. Exam Nov 4 at? 
Wallsend, aanetana, Painter. Newcastle on Tyne. 
eet One Ord Sept 25. Exam Oct 7 at 
James, Kingston upon ‘Hull, Grocer. ton wu Hull. Pet 
Aug 9. Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 18 at 2 at Court house, ‘owvhall, Hull 
Thomas Percy, Wormwood st, trading as Bedford & Impey. High 
Court. Pet Aug 21. Ord Sept 25. Exam Nov 7 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
Bassey, John, Liverpool, Provision Broker. Liverpool. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 
Exam Oct 7 at 12 at Court house, Government bdgs, Victoria % 


William J ome, Forngn vd Streatham, Commercial Clerk. Wandsworth. 
Pet Sept 23. Ord Exam Oct 28 
, Lancelot, Ch Fen nton, Yorks, emer. York. Pet Sept 24. Ord Sept 
Exam Oct 22 at 11.30 at Guildhall, Yor 
Bichop, George Arthur, Nostoll, Jeweller. Geet. Temmenth. Pet 


24. Ord +25. Exam Nov 2 at 11 at Townhall, Grea’ outh 
Francis, College avenue, Lower Clapton, Builder. High Gourt. Pet Aug 
30. Ord 25. Nov 17 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’ oie = elds 
Bradshaw, . Hi orpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Sept 21. 
Cohen, Hyman Abraham, High st, Notting bill, Iro High Court. Pet 
s mmonger. ‘0 e' 
Sept 24. Ord Sept 24. ‘pa Nov e at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Omemy. Lowestoft, Smack Owner. Great po. Pet Sept 24. 
. Exam Nov 2 at 11 at Townhall, Great Yarmouth 
a illiam, Writtle, Essex, out of business. Chelmsford. Pet Sept 6. Ord 


‘erin Oot sé. i af Shire eK lestury. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 2. 
es e e) 

Exam Oct 13 at 11.30 at County Hall, Hall, Aylesbu he . 7 

Fisidies. James. Newchurch in Rossendale, ar Rope Maker. Oldham. 


Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 12 at1 
Fisher, Albert, Golden lane, Barbican, Hat Manufacturer. Hie Court. Pet 
Sept 24. Ord t25. Exam Oct 29 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
Fisher, W: hire, "Builder. Worcester. Pet Sept 


Forsyth, James, Sillcth, Ae te Builder. Carlisle. Pet Sept21. Ord Sept 
24. Exam Oct 11 at 11 at Court House, U arlisle 
_ Benjamin, Penge, Builder. Croydon. Pet June 26. Ord Sept 24. 


ve 


William Griffi , Carnarvonshire, Auctioneer. Bangor. Pet 
Sept 22. Ord Sept 23. Exam } ov 4at 11 
Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Oldham. Pet Sept 24. 
Charles, Broadway, Worcestershire, Draper. Worcester. Pet 
Ord 21. Exam Oct 13 at 11.15 
, John Gra Sept Chilvers Coton, Warwickshire, Innkeeper. Coventry. 
aan t 24 Exam Oct 16 
Morris = ~~ of Velfrey, Farmer. Pembroke Dock. 
t 22. Exam Oct 13 at 11.10 at Temperance Hall, Pem- 
Beasts, Themes. Lampe ter hin & Pembrokeshire, Farmer’s Son. Pembroke 
Dock. Fut Dens 38. Ord Sept 23 Exam Oct 13 at 11.15 at Temperance Hall, 
Biges, coon, Caldbeck, Cumberland, Mining Captain. Carlisle. Pet t 23. Ord 
Exam Oct 7 at 11 at Court house, Carlisle yee 
Michael, Newcastle on Ty ae, Cattle Salesman. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Sept 4%. Ord Sept 24. Exam 5atil 
i cae, CBecce, eee Boot Dealer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Sept 25. Exam Oct 7 at 11.39 
Richardson, David, am Tt, Sussex, Painter, Brighton. Pet Sept 2%. Ord 
Sept 24. Exam Oct 14 at 11 
Henry, Solihull, Warwickshire. Farmer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 
2. Ord Sept 23. ‘Exam Oct 19 at 2 
Samuel, Midhurst, Sussex, Coal Merchant. Brighton. Pet Sept 24. 
Ord Sept 2. Exam Oct 14 at 11 
Sanders, Samuel Tozer, Littlehampton, Sussex, Retired Sea Captain. Brighton. 
Pet Ord “. 4 Oct 14 at il 
gas J, Dover. Pet Aug 31. Ord +24. Exam Oct 
a uel James, Low Smack Owner, Yarmouth. Pet Bept 
2. Sept 23. Exam Oct 19 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Yarmouth 
Hull, Estate Agent. Kingstos upon Hull. Pet 
2%. Exam Oct 18 at 2 at Court house ull 
eller. Birmingham. Pet Sept 3 & Ord Sept 





2 
Summers, Thomas, Weston st, Old Ken’ Fruit Salesman. High Court. Pet 
TMilbhook, Tho Parken cad thn, - Pet 

mas armer. 

Sept 5. Ord 2%, Exam Oct 16 at 10 at Shirehall, Chelmsford 
Turner, Joseph, Man Chester. Pet 
Sept 2%. Ord Exam Oct 14 
Vear, Thomas, Gardener. Gt Grimsby. Pet Sept2%. Ord 


uu Exam Oct 30 st 11 of Townhall, Grinety on * 
Oct 29 at 12 Gulla, Brot , naga 


Wont 8 Frederick J wy eo Wilts, Farmer. Salisbury. Pet Sept 24. 
~ a = Nov’ 5at2 
—- Boot Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet 
1nd ept' 22. Oct 6 at 10 
+“ rf, texas Ot Peer ramon, out of business. Dudley. 
WwW asin eweller. Halifax. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23, 


PPE esc on om, rot . Stockton on Tees and 
Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 2%. Exam Oct 6 


EERTINGS. 
Adams, William Brook, Newton Abbot, Builder. Oct 8 at 3. Queen’s Hotel, 
flliam, Wallsend, Painter. Oct 9at11. Official Receiver, Pink lane, 


le 


P--., t/q Kingston open Grocer, Oct 7 at 11. Official Re- 
ee marisa 


ore Butcher, Oct 7 at 11. Official Receiver, 





Bennett, William James, Farnan rd, Streatham, Commercial Clerk. Oct 5 at 3 


ae put Receiver, 109. Victoria st, 
Church Fenton, Yorks, Farmer. Oct 8 at 1. Official Receiver, 
a7, aes st. York 
ckley, Fred, Ravensthorpe, Yorks, Book Keeper. Oct 5 at 3.30. Official Re- 
on ~~ 4 ’ Bank chbrs, Batley 
Buckley, William, Dewsbury. » Yorks, Worsted Spinner. Oct5at 3. Official Re- 





Buckmaster, Twidell illiam, Cranfield, Bedfordshire, Farmer. Oct 6 at 10.30, 

Swan Hotel, Ne rt Pagnell, Bucking! 
Cannon, David, Rock F: , Cheshire, Gent. Oct 6 at 2.30. Official Receiver, 48, 
Hamilto mn sq, Birkenh eis 
at 1, 


Clark, Thomas ey, 8t, Bare jun, Troutbeck, Westmoreland, Farmer. 


Osietel 2 = on tfingham Lace Mak Oct 6 at 11. Official 
o ¥ er. Oc at 11. ci 

UHecelver. 1 High pavem pavement Notting! 
wson, W nd Mary At Ann --, SR Burlington arcade, Piccadilly, 

en ag are 7 at i 13 roaford, st. Lincoln’s 
Ellison, William, Kirkga’ Working Jeweller. Oct 5 at 11. Official 

Receiver nck. Le row, w, Bradford 
Newchurch in Rossendale, Lancashire, P . -—asaaaas Oct 7 at 
ding, Janes as any oo Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manch 


er, William, Bromsgrove, Worcestershire, Builder. Oct 7 a: at 11, Official Re- 
ee. ‘Worcester 
Forsyth, James, Silloth, Cumberland, Builder. Oct 11 at 12. Official Re- 


ceiver, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
Giles, Noah, Skegness, Grocer. Oct 7 at 12. Official Receiver, 48, High st, 


Huntley, Walter gr Dussten, Osbaldeston rd, Stoke Newington, Coal Merchant, 
ag FA 7 ee. 11. Geatrey euch bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
Ide, Ed church st, Bristle ‘Warehousen.an. Oct 8 at 12. 33, 


Carey st, ward Goons Tien 
Jypeme. Ralph, Thornley, Durham, Grocer. Oct 5 at 12.45, Three Tuns Hotel, 


Jenkin, Benjamin, Sithney, Cornwall, Boot Dealer. Oct 6 at 12, Official Re- 
ceiver, Boscawen at, 
Say. yy. Philip H. Geary, Ld A no occupation. Oct8at3. Official Receiver, 35 
8 repon 
Kall yet Lincoln's Tan w, | Gt James st, Bedford row, Solicitor. Oct 8 at 11. 33, 
st, coln’ 
illiam, O) in Spinner. Oct 8 at 3. Official Receiver, Priory 
chbrs, Union st, Oldham 
Lemon, Robert Charles, Broadway, Worcestershire, Draper. Oct 8 at 11. Offi- 
cial iver, W orces' 


Lue aot abizoatt Ch William, Hatfield Broad Oak, Essex, out of business. Oct 6 at 
10 Chelmsfo: 

ee ae Michael James, Pembridge pl, Bayswater, Surgeon Major. Oct 8 
ati. 33, Care Lincoln’s inn 

Mitchell, Na . Falmouth, Painter. Oct 5 at 12, Official Receiver, Bos- 
cawen st, Truro 

Morris, John. ‘gupoter Velfrey, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. Oct7ati1. Rutzen 
Arms Hi fotel, 

Morris, Th r Yoitrey, Pembrokeshire, Farmer’s Son. Oct 7 at 


omas, 
11.30. Rutzen Arms Hotel, Narbe: 

Muse, John, Caldbeck, Cumber! land, Mining Captain. Oct7at12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 4, Fisher st. Carlisle 

= a Samuel, seem, Dyer. Oct 8 at 11. Official Reeeiver, St Andrew’s 


eae, Park row, 
» Newcastle on a Cattle Salesman. Oct 7 at 2.30. Official 
—_ Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Nichol. ¢ jog? Cullercoats, Northumberland, Boot Dealer. Oct 9 at 11.30. Official 
lane, Newcastle on 
Pallasch, “heer. Castle st, Falcon sq. Oct 6ati1. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Ramshaw, F Frederick Charles, Gt Grimsby, Manager of Creosote Works. Oct 8 
tcy bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn 
Willen Fighting Cocks, Durham, Innkeeper. Oct 5 at 3. King’s 


Head Hote! lington 
| nates Grape lane, Whitby, Butcher. Oct 7 at 12. Royal Hotel, 


i J, Dover, Upholsterer. Oct6at1. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Shand, W: , Bishop’s rd, Victoria pk, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 8 at 12. 
33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Stocks, James, Kings voce Hall Hull, Estate Agent. Oct 7 at 12. Official Receiver, 
Lincoln’s stan bidgs, Bo Bow , i= e. Hull 

Stone, Samuel, Gt Yarmouth, ainter. Oct 9 at 11. Official Receiver, 8, King st, 








at 11. 


Thomas, and John Sinclair Pirrie. Victoria st, Wertmineter, Civil 
Engineer. Oct6at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s in 
Tucker, John Hubert, iterbtown, vm he Pann Builder. Oct 5 at il. 30. Offi- 


ver, 3, 
Ih Mary: tsham rd, New Cross, Clerk in Holy Orders. 


Vi * 
Oct 7 at 12. yee aT cola” s inn 
ear, Thomas, Inshire, Gardener. Oct 8 at 2. Official Receiver, 3, 
Haven st, Great Grims , 4 
aites, . Bristol, Grocer. Oct 8 at 3.30. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 
Walkinshaw, Arthur, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Oct 8 at Il. 


Luke Jesson 
Sharp. Official Receiver, Birmingham 
, Frederick James, Landford, Wilts, Farmer. Oct 8 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, "Salisbury 


White, William, Be we, Leicestershire, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 5 at 3. 
Officlal Receiver, 28, Friar lane, Lei 
head, bir rk pt hak eld rd, nr Rowley Regis, Staffs, out of business. Oct 


Ween, Seiies Ralph, Halifax, Jeweller. Oct 8at 3.30. Official Receiver, Town- 
pall ches, 13, Oromeley ot, Hoalites 
Witcomb, , King’s rd, Chelsea, Tailor, Oct 7 at 11. 38, Carey st, 
Lincoln's inn 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atoms, | William Brook, Newton Abbot, Builder. Exeter. Pet Sept 24, Ord 
games, Kingston w Hull, Grocer. Kingston upon Hull. 

gee Ag 9 9 "Ord Boye 2 = ° . 
master, recon WilUam, Oranfield, Bedfordshire, Farmer. Bedford. Pet 
urdess, 5 Wi Gt Percy st; Pentonville, Merchant. High Court. Pet May 
Gam Sarah Jane, Brunswick sq, Lodging house Keeper, High Court. Pet 


Clarke, William Aibert, Road ‘ailor. Reading. PetSept4. Ord 
Devs, Saree Hackney ma Boot Man Ma Manufacturer. High Court. Pot duly 8. 


Eden, ages Faomes, Plymouth, Beerhouse Keeper. East Stonehouse, Pet 
Fielding, James, Newchurch in Rossendale, Lancs, Rope Maker. Oldham, Pet 
ent, Doncester rd, Barnsley, Hay Dealer. Barnsley. Pet 


Freeman, H 
vient Orda 
py, Thomas, st, Clapton pk, Builder, High Court, Pet May 13, 
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Fulford, William Bartholomew, Exmouth, Gent. Exeter. Pet Aug 25. Ord se Salih, George Hall, Walton, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. Liverpool. Pet Sept 1. 


Gal Andres 4 crook. and Thomas Hauxworth, Leeds, Jewellers. Leeds. Pet a yy Vincent, Islingto2, Liverpool, Chemist. Liverpool. Pet Sept 3. Ord 
a | Sept 








Garbutt, Edwin, San Sandal Magee, nr Wakefield, Maltster’s Manager. Wakefield. | Summers. Thomas, by street, Old Kent rd, Fruit Salesman. High Court, 
Pet hs 3. Ord Sept Pet Sep Sept 23. or Ord Sept 

Georee, ‘rederick og St Albans, Tailor. St Albans. Pet Sept 4. Ord Tit, tea. Little Bardfield, Essex, Farmer. Chelmsford. Pet 

Hallows, Jo iy a Sivde, yi Merchant. Ashton under Lyne and Staly- Wee : paeep, Temes, © s, Oroydon. bet Anes oP. | | a rd, North Croy- 

Sep don. on. ug 
io in, Willa, and Ted J a ah Coles, Devizes, Coal Merchants. Bath. Pet by beim py Belgrave, Leicestershire, Boot , -- urer. Leicester. Pet 
ug . Or 

Hillier, Joseph, Bournemouth, Tailor. Poole. Pet ny 16. Ord Sons | 25 Whitehead. Richard, P Lt ad rd, nr Rowley Regis, out of business. Dudley. 
Hodnett, James, Stamford hill. High Court. Pet Sept Ord Sept Pet Aug 31. a it 1 

Jeffery, Henry, ey, tana ort, Baker. Portsmouth. Pet seat, Oo Bapt2t Whorton, Geo Norwich, Wine Merchant’s Clerk. Norwich. Pet 


Jessop, Joseph, Huddersfield, Clothier. Huddersfiel Pet Sept 21. Ord it 17. Ord se Sens 24 
t 23 ween, ilson, Arthur Ralph, Halifax, Jeweller. Halifax. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23 
— ‘William, Lower Tranmere, Baker. Birkenhead. Pet Sept 20. Ord 
Pp 
Leach, gam, Martock, Somersetshire, Solicitor. Yeovil. Pet Sept 6. Ord 





Sept 3 

Lees, William, Oldham, Cotton Spinner. Oldham. Pet Sept 24. Ord Sept 24 CONTENTS. 

McLeish, Colin, peedes Stationer. Kendal. Pet Aug 20. Ord Sept 23 anew 

Muse, John, Caldbeck, Cumbe: berland, Mining Cap’ tain. Carlisle. Pet Sept 23. 
Ord — CURRENT TOPICS .-.cce-cocce-sco-cee 767, THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1983 ...... es 772 
Nichol, John, evasion, Quay, Werthuasbertend, Boot Dealer. Newcastle on be CoNnsTRUCTION OF CONDITIONS |Tae SELECTION OF PRESIDING 
Tyne. Pet Sept Ord @ BALB .-c0.e -ccccse e+secce-seceese 768; OFFICERS AT PARLIAMENTARY 



































Po) x Caroline, Brewes, Lalthes house Keeper. Canterbury. Pet Sept7. Ord Concaawina SRaDcHES eoene-> sete 4 Busersons ssueep-cbese Seuscegunes 12 
eeeeree ee eeeerreeeeeeee Lge. APPOINTMENTS eeeeee eee Cf 
Rivett, item, Hundon, Suffolk, Beerseller. Cambridge. Pet Sept 22. Ord | CORRESPONDENCE -eseeee -sees-cocce 771 OBITUARY = --eee-eeee ereeee o-cccceee 773 
Sept | CASES OF THE WEEK :— | Lucan News ... coo 998 
Roe, ieee, Kentmere, nr Staveley, Westmorland, Artist. Kendal. Pet Aug, Cases BEFORE THE VACATION | COMPANIES --« ««+ 773 
28. Ord Sept 23 JUDGE :— | CREDITORS’ CLAIMS eon 774 
Rubiastein, Samuel, Nowonstio on Tyne, Auctioneer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet | Swann v. Anderson .....-.se.... 771 LONDON GAZETTES, &C., 2C. ..-+-000 774 
Sept 22. ‘Ord Sept 2 Holden v. Hitchcock & Co....... 772! PUBLIC GENER&L STATUTES. 
SECRECY. SECURITY. SAFETY. 
AT THE 
 é $ L OF ONE OF SAFE DEPOSIT ROOMS. | - - 
Your Chinst. aN = F SECOND : 
Jewel and | NIGHT watcH PE: == NICHT WATCH Your Will 
ry en PATROL DUTY a on PATROL DUTY and 


aeepeety BE Documents 

















safe from  pyRniTmanmmeCCEHG. 
Burglar or ork: safe from 
Thief. AR ASEE Fire or Spy. 
Under your pet tee Under your 
own Lock dq own nag 
and Key. o% and Key. 
“4 


Micaico 
VIEW OF A VAULT FITTED WITH SAFES. 
SAFES from 1 to 5 Guineas. STRONG ROOMS from 7 to 80 Guineas per Annum. 


GUARDED NIGHT AND DAY. 
WRITING AND WAITING ROOMS FOR LADIES AND GENTLEMEN. 





The Public are invited to inspect this Valuable Stronghold; Oard of Admission post-free on application to the Manager. 


61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
scm prem cogoarma) = EDE awD sO, | UNTEARABLE LETTER 


Guaranteed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 


me neliree tememmn | ROBE QBS «MAKERS, “ Annvine BOOKS 


fectly digestible beve for Breakf: Luncheon, or 














Supper, eed inveluable. or Tavalide ena CS uibdren. ” BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
commen: 6 en Press, 
Being fe hoo 8 apie or other admixture, it suits To te Judicial Bench, Gon Sain , —— of HOWARD'S PATENT. 
all palates keeps for years n all climates, and is four " rT on, & Stronger and more durable than any other 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED woe 9 
uh starch, &o., and IN BBALITY OmRAPER than such | RORES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. Letter Copying Books now made 
Made instantaneo.sly with . tiling water, a teaspoonful TORS’ GOWNS. OFESSION. 
so a Breskfess Quy, coating les aan ehuaiipetay, "| 1) SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. | FHR COPYING BOOK POR TEE PROF 
Cocoatiwa 4 La Vanitz is the most delicate, ble, w Wigs an ph yt! 4 e Peciewere, wa Parcs List vpow APPLICATION 





cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and See SP Se whee 
prohibited, 


in tins at In, Oly Bee bo, Ode ho, by Chemists and | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS;| WrOnNDERSPOON & CO., 


Grocers, 
Charities on Special Ter ms by the Sole 
, Somwarrszn & Co., 10, jh & @wrand, Lowden W. Q 


ESTABLISHED 1699. t, SERLE STREET, axp 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. LINCOLN’'S INN, W.0. 




















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Oct. 2, 3886. 
ee, 





Sale. —On the Duke of Portland’s Estate. 
=— West-end Investments in eats. | 
lished Trade Premises, well let on leases, and | 
ocoupying most commanding positions, 


wea eel, EDWIN a bad BOUSFIELD 
SELL, ot e DNESDAY, 
‘the high- 
eee —The cpamentivg © Qomner 
Premises, No. 242, the second 
frome the Ulrens. ond at te corner of Brince'estrect, 
pe og handsome wd imps — Lond 
ot best positions in 
centre, let on lease at ren 5 per 
annum. Held direct ant the Duke of Portiand for 
at a ground-rent of £200 per 


Oxf 

lessee. ve are three wi ht 

room on floor, let, with the Ay i Re 
at the moderate 


” | fand, in the City 








s of the Executors rf the moe W. = Janes —. 
® Freehold Residence and groun 
Finchley ‘Station, on the Great Northern 


Ne aay ae Babee 


Particalars at the Mare of Mesars. Wansey, Bow 
Solicitors, 2%, Moorgate-strect 


& Co, 
Cuthbert, Hox wy Pane Queen- 
aa Fox & Bouteld. a %, 








ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE. 


A Plan of the Court and Ground Floors, 





| Accumulated Funds “s, 


ite the entrance | 
erected detri- | 





; of aE Te 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1896, 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 


FARMER, & EWATER to annoynce 
phat Oaks ag of LANDED ESTATES, Investments 





Tues., Oct 5 foe Oct 19 
Tues., Nov 9 

Auctions can also be held on other days. In order to 
due notice should be given. 


ager 


roperty to be 
had at their offices, 80, 


wood ng Fea of ta or will be 
forwarded by post, 





Sens. DEBENHAM, TEWSON. N 
"8 List 


Li — BRIDGEWA' 

ESTATES: and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, i me 

Landed Town try unting 

Charges. Hi Property and g mt | ea 

‘ouse . 

paltishet 90 the Se Sy ot and may be 

ained, free of charge, at ofiices, , Cheapside, 

or will be sent by post in return for ‘or three stamps.— 
E.G, or il be sat By bo ould be received not later t 

car dens BEET Ee eal oh es Gea ote 





= He STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


At the division of Surplus declared on 11th MaY> 


/ 1886, Neversi mus additions to the amount 
of ioeote Hat ded to Policies. 
of Premiums, a 
eal mae Ge 
t 
BW. 





iN ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836. 


E.C, 
nion-terrace. 
INCOME & FUNDS (1885) :-— 
Fire Premiums .. =»: ove se £577,000 
Life Premiums .., ve se 191,000 


. ~ , "B14 ,000 


Lompos: 1, Moor, Azsuspzgs: 1, 








ESTABLISHED 1951. 

IRKEBECK BAN X.— 
mons 

mon’ 
of 
} oF 
of 
Re eed 

FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 





Hinds cotocted.* * 





NEW ORIENTAL BANK CORPORA- 
N (LIMITED). 
Capital, £2,000,000;  eaaiied and Paid-np, £500,000 


| gaara A sy maces pe Dem 


= a apee 5 ae 
teat i c eenre 


Kysod for Gare gat ab § per cnt poy aanm. 
Fixed for | year certain » ” 
Fixed (ord ” 


Fuedforaeortyers 35 7 oe 
ue books 


t 
mm allo 
sup Pt Rous fe yy 100. 
Adv: inst banking securities, 





da insurance premiums, club 
Pay an sious drawn, a pet: ‘ iu 


at 

@ uniform commission of oe oe a na 
Securities it, 80 oe for safe cus’ 

oy ue Inte rest and dive 


dated S i d every deocxipt tion of cnahange 
‘0 an 





= 

tions for 4 
per Gent. os Or ES one ayards, geoured 
ae elsewhere, nk “presen of the 5 Serer a, 
Deben — 


information and forms can be obtained 
lication to uare, 


All necessary 
wins ke MiP oc in rai 
street, 


GEORGE WILLIAM THOMSON, Seoretary. 





fro FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 
Head Office—i11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS ; 
CHAIRMAN—BEAUMONT W. Lussock, Esq. 
DeputTy-Cuarnmas—JOuHN B. Marzi, Esq. 


eed Nevitt Bennett, | John ee ter, r, Bea. 
Bonham - Carter, | Rt. J. Shaw- 


Lefev} P, 








a 
mal 





John J. I ugustus Prevost, Esq. 
John G. Talbot, Esq., 


; sq. P. 
on, J. G, bard, Hey Vigne, Esq. 
fAvsaue op Pree Derapsyeyt—F. J. Marsden. 
AGPUARY¥ AND SHCRETARY—T. G, C. Browne. 
Ghee /? pregent paid up and in- 
Mibdadeane-ccceccocecsveosoccee £1,000,000 


Joa Pu ual pp Wards Of -.....0.eessesenee 8,901,000 


768, 000 
N.B,—Fire Policies which expire at MICHAEL- 
MAS should be renewed at the Head Office, or vith 


the Agents, on or before the 14th day ot OCTOBER 


Tharies F. ,Esq. |S. Hope Ee 

All Gag ait . | Henry do ,Esq. 

ames G : pa hed , is 
J 
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SIZE 22in. x 30in. 





Now Ready, price 64, post-free 6}d.; or, mounted on Linen and Varnished, 2s. each. 
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